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'!'la• Secnd ComoJIWeal. ta existed tor a period of a •re 212 rears, 

fr91 the ~~•i11g of the re1p o~ Sim1I tlle Ha.ae•eaa., ~ ia 142 B.C.E. 

UJttil the destructin ot JC'118ala, ill 70 C . E. Taouga it waa of aort 

durati0Jl1 ita history was tar from uanattul . Aa it vae bont out o! 

a revolutioa, so it died 1a a N"t"Olut1oa. DuriJlg thi• period, tlae 

Judean et.ate rose to tlae hej,pts aad tell t• tae deptJaa. It was a 

ti.M o! secial, ecoa-1.c, aad polit.ic&l cllaos. Out o! this clLao1 a 

p roud, iadepadeat. Jeri.eh st.ate was tunted iJlt.o a vaHal of RoJDe, 

and a vassal ot Rae wu tu:nled iato l"Ubble aad ruias. It was a time 

ot massive di8coateat ad alJnost COJ'ltillual rebel..l.1oa . Out o.t thia 

ataosphere ot discoateat were cre.ated tho3e mysterious documeats k:aowa 

aa the Dead Sea Scroll• . Oat o! this world iJa upheaval va1 bona a 

toree tllat would at!ect tlle ntire ldstor,y of l'Wlld.ad--Christiuity. 

Al1 too ottea h.istoriau llist.akaly presut this p,eriod a.e a 

ooagl.oaeratioia ot cOJLt'Uaed ! acts ad ~·, de.!'yi.ag explaaatioa. 

tis chaot.ic as this period was 1 t vao aot ae ooJd'n:sed as hist.oriaas 

cl.~iln 1t t.o be. In order t.o UJ1derstaad exactly what aappeaed duriJlg 

these 212 years, aa ex41mi.Jlatioa of the various Jewish sects prevalent 

at tae time is necessary. As much as these s ects were a product of their 

tiDes, they created their times. These sects were tae forces lddca 

gui.ded the history o! the Second CoJmOJNeal.th. Out of u underetaadiag 

ot whAt they were, what they believed ill, what they did, aad vby taey 

did it, a de!W.te pattern merges, shecidiag 1.igAt Oil a period, which 

!or all too 101!8 has bee kept in darkness. 



Ia ca.pi..lillg tbis work, I aave had to d.epead oa mu;,y sources. 

'Ille prllMi.J7 sources, llCnrever, have beu 111d.ted. ~ ujor pri.aar;y 

source hu bea Josephus. TAough there are pouts ia lddcb JoHpaus 1 

accuracy i s questi01table, )le preseats the mst detailed ad accurate 

accouat o! the t;i)Qes. I have, with l'e86r'Vatioa, used the New 

Test.a.at. It aust be re:me:mbered that the New Testallmlt i s a theo­

logical., aot u historical docuaeat. Other primary eources I have 
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used i.aclude the Bab,ylaaiaA TaJwud , the Hid.rash, a.ad the Dead Sea ScroU.. 

There does exist aa thi• period a plethora o! eecoadary sources. 

I have used a heal~ sampliag ot both the good and the bad. Alloag 

the secaadary sources ldaicll I Iii ve used a.re !oimd solll8 o! t.Re works 

ot tlu'M ·et the tiaest scholars who deal with th.is period, they be.i:ag, 

Solamaa Zeitl.ia, Cecil Roth, ad S. G. F . Brudo11. 



CIUPTEa I 

Sects during the Basmonean Period 

In a study- of the various Jewish sects during the period of the 

Second ColiM)tttlealth, Clle must turn to the reign of Si.man, the firs t 

of the Basmonean rulers • Simcm rul.ed the independent Judean state 

between lh2 B.C.E. and 135 B.C.E. \4lile it 1a true that there is DO 

infonnation on the sects during Simon's seven ;rear reign, mnch can 

be deduced . 

By looking ahead to the reign on John Etyrcanus, SiJDon 1s 

successor, it can be seen that the sects known as the Pharisees and 

t he Sadducees were already well established. Therefore, it can be 

deduced that these sects roust have emerged during Simon 1s reign. 

In order to gain some insight into the nature of the Pharisees 

and the Sadducees during t he reign of 6i.mon, one must ~e their 

t.itles. 'lbe Hebrew equivalent tor the ~ 1'Pharisee11 i s Peru.shim. 

This title vould seem to :ind:icate that they were, in some wzy, sepa­

ratists. Since all the in.fonnati.on regarding th~ Pharisees indicates 

that they were a politic~ oriented sect, it can be safely assumed 

that they were a politically oriented group~ durillg the reign of 

Simon, which separat.ed itsel!, breaking away .from the major political 

power group of that t1me. 'lhe Sadducees were also a po~ti.cally 

l 

oriented sect. 'lhey derived their name from the priestly fam:i.ly ot Zadok. 

In their case, it can be safely assumed that they were a poll tical 

party, basically representing the priestly element o£ t he society. 



Dar1ag t.he reign ot J mm lqrcazma' a period which spanned the 

)"8&r8 ot l.3S B.C.~. to lOh B.C.!S. t.heee two aecta came into bll vi.ell. 

'!he buio Jeri.ah 801U'Ce ot this period, the vorka o! Joeepbu, gives 

u a clear picture of these two eeots duri.ag tbi.e time. 
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Acording to Jospebus, the Saddu.oMa np.-esmted a vealtbJ' Jdnor­

ity .1 Thq were not detenrinists, tor thq believed in tbe tot.al tree 

v1l.l ot man. 2 They al.8o belinecl that the soal is not 1->rtal, and 

that it receift8 no divi.ne reward or ret.ribut1on. 3 Thq held others 

1n d1srespect.4 Thq ~accepted the Written Law . 

1ng in a OOllbination o! the tree w1ll ot JDBD and the im'olv.ent ot God 

in aan•a atta.1.rs.6 Tbq bellend that the soul.d is 1->rtal, and that 

is recei.Tes the di"f'ine reward and retribution. 7 UnUke the Sadduceea, 

8 
the Phariaees liTed wuml)-, desp~ delicacies. 'l'hq held the aged 

1n great regard.9 Thq were respon.si:n to th.e neecls of t.he people.10 

1hq held the principle of legitb1ao7 paramount, opposed to ha~ 8Zf1 

tainted i.Dlividual. holding the sacred ottioe o.t hi.ab pr.lest. In regaai 

to lav~ they vent be,ood the Sadducees by accepting the Oral, a.s well 

as the Written La. n 

During the Nip ot John Hpoanus a major polltieaJ power struggl.e 

1.DTol'rlng t.hese tvo groups oocured. Thia power stniggle centered 

around John ~anus' acquisition of the high priesthood. It is through 

Josephus' version ot the nents, 12 distorted as it might be, that the 

tactual tools tor reconstructing this conflict are ude available.1.3 

sel.f', asked the advice ot bis tellow Pharisees on hov he could become 



more virtuous. Kleasar, a sedit.ious Pahrieee, reproached b1m 

questi.on1.Dg his legit.iJlacT as h1ab priest. El.easar tal.d hia to lq 

down the high priesthood, and to be happy leading only the oivil gov­

vmmt. Atter this contron.tation, Jonathan, a Sadducee, advised John 

Hyrcams that 11.easar spoke tor all Ph~sees. Jonathan, kDov1ng that 

the Pharisees did not believe ill the death sentence, suggested to John 

lf1'rcamus that .be have tha NCO-.end a suitable puni,abment tor Eleazar. 

'lbuq, their 1QJ8lty woald be judged by the str1Dgency ot tbeir 

reoc •e1ded pmrtab'Mmt. When the Pharisees reoo ended st.ripes and 

bonds, John H;vrcanu.s misunderstood this to mean that tbey all supported 

Kl.eazar's stand. John ff.1roamJ.B 1-dia~ vent over to the Sadducees, 

abo) 1 shi ng all Pharisaic decrees. However 1 the people sided w1 th the 

Pharisees, against John B:yrcanus and the Sadducees. 

'I'he Josephus account ot thi.s event cannot be totall;y accepted as 
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pure history tor maD,T reascma. It :is probable that Josephua, being a 

Phari.aee, wiabed to portray his sect 1n a favorable light. Desi.dee the 

question o! the author's objectivity, t.here also exist many inconsis­

ten.ci.ea and gape in t?11.3 version. If John Ryrcanus was trul7 a Pharisee, 

why would arrr Jlembe.r of that party be opposed to bis taking the high 

priesthood? By taking it, he would be putting that position into Pharisaic 

hand.3. Wb7 was John ~anus• legitimaq not queat10D6d be!ore he took 

tbe high priesthood? If John Hyrcanus vu a Pharisee, then why" VB3 he 

not a1l8l'e that the Pharisees did not believe in capital pwaishment? 

Al1 these questions cannot help but create an aura o! doubt around the 

Josephus Tel"Si.an. 
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Taking t.he most basic poi.Dts in the Josephus "f8l'81on, th1a 

contlict. can be hist.ori~ recoastrocted. This reconatructian reveals 

not a private argwwnt betvem John Byrcanua and the Pharisees, but 

rather a real political. st.ruggle between t.he Pharisees and the Sadducees. 

It is olrlioua that a delicate balame of paver existed between the 

Pharisees and t.he Sadducees. :t vas probabl;r wit.bin John Hyrcanus' 

power to tip t.hat balance in favor of 11batever grotJp he supported. 

'lberetore, Jolm ff1rcanus' or.1gjnal aaeoci.ation with t.he Pharisees 

would seem to ind1cate that prior to the estabJ.ialumlt of this bal­

ance, t.he Pharisees were the superior power group • O:Dc• the balance 

vas established, t.he Sadducee& 1DC1Ved to tip. it in tbe1r favor by 

winning John lqreanus to their sido. lh97 o!!ered h1a t.he high priest.­

hood, that being the relig10'1.8 authorit.Y position. 'l'bq probably 

also ottered h1Jll iDcreased secul.ar authority, once the bilance was 

upset in their favor. John B7rcanus' eventual detection to the 

Sadducees created a major power shi1't 1n the govermnant. As a result 

of this ahi.tt, the paver o.t the Pharisees was snere.l.y 11m1.ted, while 

the Sadducees gal.lied com.rol in both the religious and secular realJlls • 

Under this tramevork, the reaction on t.he pa.rt of t.be Pharisees 

can be clear]JP 11Dderotood. Thq withdrew from the go~t eo 35 to 

put themseITeB in a position to critici~e it treel.y. 'l'hq then pro­

ceeded to set up a cl.assical revol.u:t.ionary situation. By doing this, 

they put theaselves in a bargain1ng position with the Sad<b>cees. To 

set up t.hi.s revolutionary situation, thq had to take various actions, 

in order to gain popular support. One such action was to gaiD the 

support of the people th.rcrugh the use o! ideal.ogr. One wq thq did 



this waa to throw John B;yrccms' b1gb priesthood 1.nto question . 

Another vq was by supporting ideologies ..mi.ch •t the theological 

needs o! the people. 1beretore , 1 t is no surprise to find the 

Pharisees favoring such concepts as God 's concern for human act.ions, 

the 1.JmlOrtality of the soul, and divine revard and punishment . 

Another ot their aims was to gain support through their cnm li.f e 

style. By living as they did , they not only set tbemse1ves up in 

contrast to the Sadducees, but al.so created an image of tbemsel ves 

as the true representatives of the people • They also gained support 

by meet.ing their people's real s ocial needs through a ··11beral 

approach to the lav . The success o! these methods is evidenced 

by history. 'Ille Pharlsees not only gained the support or the people,14 

but al..eo forced the Sadducees to accede to their demands .15 

The Pharisees did not r et«in their pos ition or paver f or long • 

It appears that dmimg a major part of t.be re:1&n ot Alexander Jasmai 

{103 B.c • .is. to 76 B.t; .t1..) the Sadcb>oees were the saperioi- paver grollp. 

'lbe Pbarl.s ees, with considerable popular s upport, were tar hom suppressed. 

Alexallder Jann.ai and the Sadducean government, co~ engaged 

in warfare, could not attord 1.nternal crt.r1.fe. '!'be Pharisees used this 

to their advantage. In order to c:reau a power sbitt in their faYOr, 

the Pharisees began a revolt 1fbich l.a.sted tl'Cll 91' 8.l; .JS. until 68 B.C .~. 

'Dlis forced the Sadducees to rel..inqu1sh authorit)', aa e'f'i.denoed by 

Alexander J azma1 's settJ.ement w1 th the Pharleees • 

A.s a result ot their revolution UJlder il•xander Janna1, the 

Pharisees retained power tor sCDB t1M. 'lbair power reached 1 te 

pe ak du.1"ing tbe reign of Queen SalC118 Al.nandra, 76 B.G.!S. to 67 B.o.~. 



Dur1llg this period, the Pba.risees were in total control ot the 

the Pbarisee-saddncee 

power strugle re...-erged in the fora ot a civil var betvec Iqrcanua 

and Aristobulus, t.be two pretend.era to tlle t.hrone ot Judea. 
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B;yrcanus was supported by the Pharisees, Aristobul.us by the Sadduceea •
17 

1h the first phase ot this var, the Saclducees gaiDed control ot the 

govm DiidUt, as e'f'idenced by Hyrcauua ' SUl'l'eDder o! both the throne 

and the high priesthood. 'lbis 1.ndicates that du.ring the reign ot 

Saleme Al.eTIDSra, the Phariaeea lost a good deal of the1.r popular 

support. Th18 sems to be an iDdicati.on that tb.e Sadducees,m.st 

have been able to adjust sme of their ideological poaitiOD to 

attract some o! the S"appOrt the Pharisees had lost. 

Even after the illit.ial Sadducean v1cto1"7, the confiict 1 ! aj ned 

victory was an obvious power shift favoring the Pharisees • 1hi.s 

was not a total. Pba.risaic victory. There were a number of SadduceN 

~mmd among Hyrcm us ' supporters . Tb.18 would seem to indicate tbat 

there ~ bAve been 1JJternal contlict 1d thin the sadducean part7, 

with the losens supportillg lfyrc&IJUB in his co•~. These dissi dent 

Saddueees probab~ aade a pact vi th the Pharisees iD order to oust 

their opponents i!1 their part. 'nle union 0£ the Pharisees am the 

dis senting Saddncees was not st.roDg enough to oust the eontroll.illg 

Sadducean elment. In order to acce111pllsh tlds goal, tbq had to 

solicit sapport tl'Ca the Nabateans. 



'l'hia cbil. var became a vehicle whereby the Romans gained 

a foothold in Judea. Even with the Nabatean involT8118Dt, the outca.e 

was still in doubt. Both sides appealed to the Roman general Pomp~, 

to-intercede in their. In 65 B.C .E. Pomp'!f interced.ecl in favor 

7 

o! Ar1stobulus and the Sadducees, by" depriving Hyrcanua o! Ma Nabatean 

s-apport. 

P011pey1s intercession did not end this power stroggl.e. Bia 

oust.1.Qg of Aristobul.us, in 6) B.C.E. , suggests another power sbift, 

this tiJl8 faTOri:ng the Pha..-1. sees • 'rllil.e the Phari.eeea gained control. 

of the govei'iiiWlt, their position vas st.ill not secure, as can be seen 

by" the fact that Paq>91' dmied H;yrcanus the title ot k::mg. 

'lberefore, by the end of the Hasmonean period, enm though the 

Pharisees had gained control of the gove1z:mmrt., the Sadducees st1ll 

constituted a very aign1.ticant power elaamt. 
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CHAPTER ll 

Sects dDr1ng the Roaan Period 

1l"Ca the Boman takeover in 57 B.C.B. 

Until the death of Herod in 4 B .c .E. 

Th• beg1J:m1ng of the Roman period was marked by- a series o! 

un.sucesatul, Sadduceaa led, revolts. These revolta vere attempts 

to wrest cont.rol o.f the govermient from the Pba.rUees. The !irst 

revolt occurred in S6 B .C .E. The revolutionary torcea vere be&ded 

by Arietobttlus, a knovn Sadducee, and one or his sons, Antigonua. 

Another revolt occurred in 55 . B.C .E. Tb.is one, led by Alexander, 

another ot .lristobnl.us 1 aona, vas probably a couti.nuati.on of the 

first. Many factors contribute to this assumption. This revolt 
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occurred onl.Jr one year later than the first. As in the !int revolt, 

t.be leadership came !'rom t.be house o! Aristobulua. The aiDilar 

leadership would eeem to indicate, not onlJ a similar power back1ng, 

but also a similar constituency froin the masses. It is to be no~ 

that at the time c f tbi2 revolt, Oabi.niua, the Roman governor of 

the area, vas busy in FoJ>t . Because o! Oabinius' absence, the 

leadership o! th~ first revolt was probably able to retain itt> support 

among the masses by offe.ring a new hope of success. 

l'he third, and final, revolt of this period occurred 1D 

54 B .c . E •18 Thia revolt vas led by a man named Pi tholaus. J oeephue ' 

description or Pitholaus as the successor to Ariatobulus would seem 

to indicate that this Va.8 another Sadducean revolt. This rtm>lt vas 

violently suppressed by Craasus, the Roman general. Upon the ad:ri.ee 



of Antipater the Idumean, the man who appears to have held the real 

executive pover in Hyrcanus• government, Crassu.s ordered Pitholaus' 

execution. The suppression ~ t.b.is revolt was a major Sadducean 

de.teat. The violmce exercised by the Roman:s leaves no question 

as to their support of the P}iarisees over the Sadducees • The fact 

that this was the last revolt of the early Roman period would seem to 

indicate that, at least for the ti.me being, Sadducean res1stance 

to the Pharisaic government was successfully dissipated. 

The split ill the Roman world, between Julius Caesar and Pompey, 

during the period between 49 B.C .E. and LB B.C .E. , affected the 

ll 

political situation in Judea. Aristobulus and t he Sadducees irmne­

diately proclaimed their support of J ulius Caesar. It was unfortunat e 

for the Sadducees that be£ore Aristobulus had an opportunity to 

snobilize his forces, he was assassinated by Pompey's party.19 This 

all 1 ance with Caesar was an obvious attempt on the part of the 

Sadduoees to be reinst-ved as the control.ling power group in Judea. 

They probablY saw Caesar's victory as a foregone conclusion. They 

al8 0 :rust h.~ve realized that, with Pompey control.ling F.gypt, it was 

impossible for the Pha.ri.sees to make such an alliance and survive. 

At'ter Caesar's victory, they expected to be rewarded for their loyalty. 

Paced with an impossible political. situation, Hyrcanue, Anti.pater, 

and the Pharisees chose neutrality as their sate st al ternati:n. After 

Pompey's death, when the issue was all. but decided, tbq dee1ared 

their support tor Caesar. They sent troops to fopt, to aid Oaesar 

20 
in suppressing the remainder of Pompey's forces. The 
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Pbarieeee bad gambled that Caesar, given the slightest excuse, vould 

support them over the Sadducees because their govemmmt vu alreaci1" 

established. Their gamb1 t proTed successful.. Caesar conf'i.rmed 

Hyreanus in the b1gb priesthood and aleo appointed hill etbnarcb, 

wb1.le, at the same time, he made Antipater a citizen of Rome. 21 

It is evident that throughout this period that Antipater•s 

authority increased at the expense of Byres.nus' authority. 

Antipater 1s appointments ot his son, He.rod, u prefect ot the 

Galilee, and of his son, Phezahel, aa prefect ot Jel'\1.8al81l is a 

manifestation ot this shirt in authority.22 Tb.is sh1.tt would sec 

to indicate that A!ltipater vaa actually a repree•tat1Ye of the major 

Pharisaic power group • 23 An intel'Dlll struggle in tbe Pharisaic 

party could serve as a possible eJq>lanation tor this lb.1tt in 

authority . It there vaa such 4 contllctt ff.Trcanu.a lll.8t have al.1.gbed 

himBelf with the dissident group. Tb.is dissident group mu.at not 

have been succeesf\J.l. Because of their deteat, HJrcanu.s lost 

most or hia authority, but was allowed to retain his tit.le tor 

the sake of legi t1Jnaey. Another reason ~ 8;yrc&DWJ retained h1a 

title of ethnareh is that his party probabl.Jr was not totall,y sun:ireeeed, 

but remained a povertul element aaong tlle fbarieees. 

Tbe internal struggle with.in the Phariaaic part,yt being far 

from resolved, mani.feeted itself again, in the tora ot Reseki.ah ' • 

revolt i.n the Galilee, in 37 B .c .E. 24 Besek:iah 's forces were deteated 

by Herod. lfecause of the violence employed in the 8Uppreasio11 o! 

this revolt, Herod was brought to trial bet or. t.be Sanhedrin. 25 



He vu ult.1.Ju.tely acquitted. 26 Hesekiah vu probably backed b;y 

the dissident Pharisaic group • If Hezekiah did not receive such 

support, tber9 would be no explanatioo for Herod bciAg brought 

to trial. Herod 'a acquittal would seem to indicate that the 

Pharisaic group wh.ich be represented BUCC"lssrul.ly defeated their 

opposition and retained their power poai tion. 

Hezekiah was the forerunner of the Fourth Philos~-Zeal.ota, 

a later group which was also a product of this internal cODtlict . 27 

Die Fourth Pbilosopby-Zealot party wacs founded b;y HeHkiah 1 e son, 

Judah o! Galilee. Like BeHkiah, they fought ror polit.ic.al 

independence £1'Qll Rome . Josephus refers to Heaeld..ah aa a "robber • 11 

lie later uses this same tenn in ret-ea!ng to tbe Fourth Philosophy-

1.ealots. 

The internal contlict 1n the Pharisaic party could not help 

but to weaken it substantially, a.!!ording the Sadducea an opportunit7 

to make a power play, The Sadducees uaed the Parii.bian invui.on o.f 

uO B .C • E. as a vehicle f'or such a power ahi.tt . Antigonua, tbe eon 

of Ari.stobulus and :i ~c-..m Saduccee, was among tbe partb.1ans liho 

26 besieged Jeru8alem. With him was a sizeable Jewish contingent. 

1.3 

'Ibe Pa.rthians took Hyrcanus and Phezahel captive. 29 Berod evaded 

capture.30 With the capture of Jerusalem, and the ascension of 

Anti.gonus to the throne of Judea, the Sadducee takeover vas COllplete.31 

political dileana in Judea. lbe Sadducees were far more popular 

among the people than the Pharisees. Therefore, it waa to the benefit 



or Ro1UI that the Sadduceees remain in power. Yet. the Sadducees 

bad supported the Partbians while the Pharisees had supported the 

Romans. I! the Roaana o!!icially gave control of Judea to the 

Sa.dducees, and not the Pb.ariaeee, they would have set a d.isa.aterous 

precedent bJ rewarding their ensies ana punisbing their friends. 

In deaJ1ng id.th this dilemna, the Romans followed a policy· o! 

m1n1mal involvement. The Romans did not iJDmediately oust Antigonua 

In order to tul!'ill 

their obligations to the Pharisees, the Roaans appointed Herod as k1llg. 

'ftda appointment vaa only a facade ot support !or the Pharisees • 

Arter Herod's appointment, the lUnnans were reluctant to give Herod 

military support in his attempt to claim the throne. The Rmnan 

policy was one of san.cti.oning a var between the Pharisees and the 

Sadducees .32 Once the issue va.s resolved, the RoJDana a.llgned tbem­

eelves vi.th the victorious Pharisees . 

During tbe Pharisee-Sadducee contlict, the internal st.niggle 

vi thin the Pharisaic party was set aside . Once the Pb.arieeea 

~ .. esUblished their control of Judea, this struggle re-emerged . 

As before, the HaSJ110nean elentent ot the Pharisees were among the 

dissident group. One o! the major public issues ot this eontlict 

was probably the question of Herod's legi tJ.macy. It vu in 11.gbt 

o! this issue that Herod married Miriam, the Basmonean princess. 

'lhrougb this marriage, Herod, and the group 'Which he repreeected, 

mus t have been able to make a reconciliation vi.th eoJM ot the JllOre 

moderate members of their opposition. This marriage also aerYed 

to undermine the opposition'• use of the concept ot legit.iaacy aa 



a tool to arouse the people. Wbil.e Herod was not a Hasmonean, 

he would be able to otter to the people a Bamnonean heir to tbe 

throne. 

Despite Herod's marriage to Miriam, the RUllODeana remained 

in opposi ti.on to hilll and his group. Neither did this marrlage 

have the desired e!!ect of signiticantly weakening th• dissident 

Pharisaic group • Marc Antony 1 s i.Jlpoai tion upon Herod ot the 

appoint.ant ot Aristobulu.s, Miriam's brother, to the poG.Uoc ot 

high priest, in 35 B .C . E., 33 ia an indicator ot bov strong t.hia 

group was. This group was quite capable of crea~ a popular, 

Hasmonean led, revolution, a.a ie ~danced b7 tbe wana reception 

the people ga..-e to Aristobulus 1 appointment • .34 AIJ h1gb prie•t, 

Aristobulua ottered this group a leaderehip figure around llbaa 

they could mobilize 8UCh a revolution. Realiaing th1a, Herod had 

no other alternative but to have Aristobulua uaaasinated • .3S 

'Ibis assassination was the first of a series, !or u laag u t.here 

was a Basmonean left alive, Herod 1 a throne vaa tbreatened. Uaillg 

the excuse ot infidelity , Herod had Miri.8111 the ••t popular ot 

the Hasmoneans, encuted in 29 '.B .C .E. J6 In 26 8 .C .I., Herod had 

Alexandra, hia motber-in-lav, executed tor the orille ot treuon.37 

.lll 2S B .c .E., Herod had the ?'9ld.nder of t.he Bumneaa eucuted • .38 

During the reign ot Herod, the Phar.1.saio Sanhedr'..n wu re•­

ponaible for the las regulating the 8ftl'7dq lit• ot t.b• ooant17. 

It vaa in the Sanhedrin that t.he 8J)lit 8llOIDg t.be fbari.Mu 1181d.fe.ted 

it•elt and finally crystallised in the tor.ation ot tw parti .. , th• 

Hill.elites and the Shammaitea . In Mm ot lav, t.h9 RU]elitea were 



1oose constructionists . Since most of the laws f ollO!!ed their 

interpretation, it is obvious that they were the major power 
39 

element. The Slammaites, on the other hand, were etrict COD-

structionista of the law. The Sbammai tes mu.st have been the major 

opposition party. 

In the latter part of Herod's reign, the Sb-.ites, or at. 

least a group within the Sba:maitic parter, in tlieir oppoeitian 

to Herod and the Hilleli.tes, reaorted to violence an MTWal 

occasions • One such incident involved an attmpt an Berocl 1 a lite. 4o 

The peopl.e vere provoked against Herod due to h.ie int.rocbaction of 

foreign praetices.U In the midst ot the popular uproar, ten men 

plotted the assassination ot Herod. Their plan vu to mter the 

theatre, where he would be, vi.th daggers under their cloaks, and 

there kill him. Through hie syatea ot spies, Rerod disooteNd the 

plot. lie had the conspirators eacut.d. It ia poaa:1hl.e that thue 

assassins were !orermmers ot, it not ao~ ear}7 Sicarii, a 

16 

sect or Shammai.tic o~.42 Like the Si.carll1 thll,T wn uaaasina, 

their vi.ct.ill vaa a lRajor J&vish politi.oal ficure wboa tbq accused 

ot violating Jewish l.aw, thq used daggen, 1lbiob t.hq concealed. in 

their clothing, and th97 plamed to kill their Yiotilll in public. 

The public uproar and the uauan•t1cm plot wve probabJ.T SlHm•aite 

inspired. SU.Ch oppoai tion to toreip pnct.icee would bave been in 

concord with the strict ooutruoti.oni.a of the Sb e1\u. Berod•s 

sudden death would gi'ft the Sb e1 \u a opportuld.tliJ to dapoae the 

Hlllelite power group. 



Another such incident involved a Pharisaic rnolt against 

Herod. 43 This rebellion was set of! because of the imposi.tion o! 

17 

a loyalty oath to ROiie. 4L 'lhi8 must have been a Sb-.ai te rebellion . LS 

The Sbamai.tes vere the only Pharisaic group of the t.iM that were 

povertul enough to organize such a rebel.llOD. It 1a "1'7 lik~ 

that the Shamnaitea were able to wse the i.Jllpoaition o! nob an oath 

as an issue around vbich they could rally the support ot the people. 

In 4 B .c .E., 46 while Herod was on hie deathbed, ancther Yiolct 

incident occurred.u7 Judah bmSepphoris and Hatthiaa ben Margalu.e, 

two men of learning, teachers o! the Pharisaic sect, led a group 

of their students in tearing down the golden Roman eagle ldlich Herod 

had erected over the gate of the Temple • Herod had the leaden 

executed. That Judah and Matthias were high ranldng Pharisees 1.a 

clearly understood from Josephus ' description o! tb• as mat ot 

le<mling. They could not have been Hilleli tes because Herod 1 s 

backers, being Hillelites, muist have given their approYal to the 

erection of the golden eagl e . This action was the equ:ival.•t ot 

a declaration of r~~on against Rome. The Rill.ell tea, being 

in power, would not have tried to break vi th RoM. There.Core, Jud.ah, 

hattbias, and t heir group must have been Sbanmaites. The Sham.rd.tea 

were the only other Pharisaic group which was strong en.ouch to aake 

such a bold move • The Stlammai tes were in a poai t.ion 11£ ral.17 the 

support of the people around such an issue. Opposition to the 

erection of the eagle vu in coosonanoe vi.th the Sbw.itea • etriot 

approach to the l.av, through ldlich it could be conaidered. a fona o! 

i dola t ry. For a Sbammaite upriaillg, allied at ouating the BilleUtea, 



the timing vaa right. They probably felt that Herod, on bis death­

bed, would be ineffective as an opponent. Herod's sucessor, not yet 

having taken, to say nothing of having established, the reins of 

gover&Jrnent in hie bands, would be powerless 1n opposing them. Herod 1 s 

reign ended in tbe midst of an inter-Pharisaic con1'lict which would 

plague the Judean state until its eventual. downf al.l. 

18 
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CH.APTER Ill 

Seeta du:riJlg the Reign of Archelaurs 

Archelaus, Herod 1 s successor, ruled Judea between the years 

L B.C .E. and 6 C .E. During his reign, the Shamm.aite revolution, 

which began at the end of Herod's life, was expanded . Thia rev-

olution plagued Archelaus 1 reign right f'rom the begilm.1.ng. Betore 

Archelaus was able to leave f or Rome, in order to be conti.rmd as 

king by Augustus Caesar, riots broke out in Jerusalem.48 These 

riots vere in protest of tbe execution o! the Shanaaite leaders ot 

the group vhich tore down the Roll.an qgle f'l"OllD the Temple gate. 

Archelaus ' had to r esort to violence in order to put down theae 

Shammaite led and inspired rio'ts. Achelaws 1 action did not suppress 

his Sbammaite opposition permanently. While he was in Rome, mre 

Sumna.i te riots broke out in Jerus alem. 49 'lbese disturbances were 

so volatile that they required the military intervention o! Varu, 

the Roman l egate of Syria. 

Varus 1 suppression of the Jerus alem riots only temporari.q 

eff ected the Shamma.ite revolution. filen Sabi.nus, the tmpora.17 

imperial governor of J udea, collected taxes !rCB the Temple t~, 

the Sha.mmai tes in.named the maases by cla j ming that be had plundered 

the Temple . As a result ot this Sbammaite propaganda, riots broke 

out once again in Jerusalem. The Shammaites received extensi•• 
popular support. At one point, part of Herod's a:rm,y joi.D9d in the 

revolution . Due to this added support, the Sbanma1tes were able t o 

turn the tide of the revolution deciai vely in their !awr. Thq 
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forced Sabinus and the Romans to take shelter in Herod'• palace.SO 

Onc e the revolutionary forces gained the advantage in Jeraaal.•1 

the revolution spread to the Galilee .5l Judah ot Oal11H led a 

f orce which captured the city of Sepphoris . Judah equipped. hie 11m 

with the weapons captured from the Roman garrison t.here. After 

3epphoris was secure, Judah extended his operations t.hrou&boa.t the 

Gal.ilee , using Sepphoris as bis main headquarters. 1'len 1• •V.S 

evidence pointing to Judah's association w1 th tbe Sb• 'tee. Re 

was the son of Hezekiah, the revolutionar;r executed lrT Berod *• 
Herod was prefect of the Galilee .5 2 This is tb• .... Jada1l 1dao 

later founded the Fourth Philosopey-Zealots, 

with t ies to the Sbu:maites .53 

Ultimately, Varus had to return to put don t.he Nnl.uU.oa.S4 

'!he extent of the revolution and the power ot the Sb-Utea ca 

be gauged by the t act that in order for V arua to put m mil to the 

revolt, he had to make a deal with the Sbuaaitea, all.OlfUt& thm to 

send a delegation to Rome in order tor them to air their gri9Ylllloee 

and t o request direct Roman control. Thie requeat tor direct Boman 

control was a major power pl~. The Sh--1tea realiHd that it t.hq 

could get the Romans to meet this request, the S-ane would ha.Ye to 

~upport them as the major power group. Thia Si-Ute etratec:T •t 

with only l.illli.ted success . While Auguatua Cauar 111.t.bhald tb• title 

of king from Archelaus, he kept hiJI in ottio• with the t.1.tle ot 

ethnarch.55 ?here.fore, while the rnolv.tion secured and~ eTD 
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have bettered the Sbumaites• position of power in Judea, the Billel.itee 



still remained in control. 

In 6 C .E., Archelaus was banished to Vienna, in Gaul .56 

'lhe effecting of Archelaus 1 banishment was • B.illeli te move 

to secure and improve their power position in the light of 

the recent Shammai te gains . By having b:'cbelaua banished, 

the Hilleli tes deprived tbe Shamma.i tes of one of their ~jor 

appea1s to the people, that being the ousting of Archelau.a. 

After Archelaus was banished, Judea was put directly under 

Roman control. While the plan to have Judea put directly 

under RoJDan control wae originally a Shamm.ai. te one, aimed 

at bettering the Shannai.te position, it was tbe Hillelitea 

who accomplished this goa1. 1be liillelites, through the~e 

efforts, established themselves as the controll.1.ng Jevish party. 

2u 
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CHAPTlilt IV 

J udah of Galilee, Zadok the Pharisee, 

The Founding of the Fourth Philosophy-Zealot Party 

And the Revolt iD Galilee iD 6 C .E. 

The situation in J udea, after the banishment of Archelaus, anci 

the placing of Judea directly under Roman control, brought about the 

formation of the Fourth Philosophy- Zealot party . Rome put Judea under 

the administration ot P. Sul.picius Quirlnius, l egate of Syria, and 

Coponius, procurator of Juciea .57 This Roman administration, with the 

aid of the Jewish establishment, as represented by Joazar, the high 

58 priest, iDsti tuted a ceneus tor the purposes of taxation. 

The formation of the Fourth Philosophy-Zealot party, by Judah of 

Galilee anci Zadok the Pharisee,59 was a reaction to the institution 

of the cens us •60 This party associated itself with the Pharisees •61 

'Ihey decl rtred t.llemselves ~ -"i love:uent for total independence trom 

Rome . 62 Their ideology \Jas mainly of a religious nature . 1'hey 

64 believed t..~at, the~ is no ruler, or lord, other than God. The 

threat of cea t.b Cii.d not alter their adherence to this doctrine. In 

defense of this doctrine, tbey did not fear their own death or t.llf\ 

de ath of relRtions and friends .65 They .rslt that, to pay taxes to 

Ro111e was both an act of aposte.sy66 enc submission to slavery.
67 

Ther efore, t hey refused , on religious grounds, to submit to Ro!!lall 

sovereignty in word or deed.66 They believed that they would be vic­

torious in their opposition to Rome because God was on their side . 
69 



Judah and Zadok att.racted many fol.lovers • 70 Undar the lea.derabip 

of Judah, this sect entered into open rebellicm againat Roae. The 

reTolution !ailed. Judah was executed, 71 but Zadok •a fate ie 

u:nkDown. There is a strong possibility that out of Judah and Zadok 1s 

follovers, there vas a surviving element which fled to safety. 

'Ibis surviving element woul.d account for th• .!act that the philoeopby 

did not die with the revolt. Another re&80ll for the theor;y ot a ' 

surviving elemmrt 1e that later, Judah's sons appear on the Judean 

scene u l eaders of Zealot groups . 72 

'lbe widespread popu1a.ri ty ot the Fourth Pbilos~ would ..-

to indicate that Judah vas backed by a Jlajor ~r group. 'l'b:1a power 

group was probably the Shammaites. Previoua attempte ude 'b7 Jud.ah, 

and bis father, never bad materialized into aignit1cant revolutions. 
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The tact that Judah was able to mobilise enollgb peopl.e voulcl point to 

ilia &lammaite bacldng . While a minor Pharisaic po""8r group could uot 

have executed such a mobilisati on, the Stummaites could. The rwvol.ution 

took place in the Gal.ilee, a rural area. '!'be Sh-1.tea, becauae of 

their religious conae.nat::..vi.sm, had large support in the rural areaa. 

The Shanaa:i.tes were the oDl.y major pwwer group at tbe t.iJDB vtdch 

could gain trom such a revol.ution. Because of such a c:liatorbanc• 

occuring under Hill.elite control, the Billelites would loae 80-6 

favor ill the e,yes of the Romans. Their power base would be weakened. 

\tthile the Shamnaites knew that victor;y vas illlposaible, thq hoped that 

the revolutian would create enough trouble to put them in a better 

bargaining position with the Romans and the Hillel.itee. 



The Fourth Philosophy JDU8t have been composed b7 Zadok. 

Judah, being a soldier, and not a scholar, waa incapable of such 

a task. While Judah had been a revolut.ionary before t.he tormation 

of the Fourth Philosophy-Zealot party, it waa not until Zadok 

appeared t.hat Judah conducted revolutionar.r activities bued on 

a religious ideology. Zadok vas proba.bl;r the field repreHntative 

2'8 

of the Shammaites, sent to the Gal.ilee to create the Fourth Philosophy 

and to oversee the revolution. 

The Sb8.JlllQai tes chose Judah aa the leader ot t.he revolution !or 

a variety of reasons. He vas a good~· head. Be vas the son of 

Hezekiah, the leader o! the first revolt for 1ndependence. In the 

eyes of the people, he was !ree f?'Olll t.he taint of arq previous 

political affiliations •73 As a militu'7 leader, he vaa probably 

the best choice. His ability u a eoldier vaa dmcmetrated b7 hia 

capture of Sepphorls in the previous revolt. He bad a strong, vell­

equipped band which proVided a nucleus for th• revoluti0llal'7 forces. 

The revolt of 6 C .E. can be s een as a two-faceted revolt. It 

was a Sh:mllllai te attempt to im;>ro,,o their power position, at t.he uperuso 

of the Hillelites . It was also an apressicm, on th• part ot the 

people, of the massive discontent with the Roun-Hill.elite control 

of J udea . It was this discontent 11bich the Sb•-ei tea u.aed. tor 

their own ends . 
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CHJ.PTER V 

The Apocalyptics 

The Apoc~ti.cs are a sect which probably dates back to the 

tiJne ot Berod.74 However, their activities were ndnimaJ until the 

period between the revolutiona ot 6 C .E. and 66 C .E. While they 

agreed with the Pharisees in most areas, tbe;y di.ttered with them in 

their concept1on of the redemption through natural processes.: fbe 

Apocalypti.cs believed in an inlllediate supernatural redemption. 

There were three basic i:oints to the Apocalyptic ideology. 

JO 

'lbe first point was that the olmi.ng o.! the Messiah, and the establish­

ment of the ''kingdom or heaven• was near at band . 76 This messiah 

would be of the seed of David. Using the supernatural power he 

would possess, he would personally oust the Romans and establish 

the "kingdom of heaven 11 • Their second point was that a massive 

purification process was necessary in order to bring about the 

Messiah and the "end of dcqs 11 • 
77 For them, purification was a 

tvotold proces:s, involvillg both ritual purification, which was 

achieved through baptism, and true repentance. 'lbe third point was 

the acknowledgement of the Lwd as the one true ruler. 78 This 

ideology met the needs of the .t'ru.strated., oppressed people . Tbe 

popularity of the Apocalyptics is evidenced by the messianism which 

later permeated Judea.79 

It 1.s probable that there was a relat.i.onsh.ip, i.f not a liason 

between the Apocalyptics and the Fourth Philosophy-Zealots. Both 

s ects shared the goal o.f ridding Judea of the Romans. They also 

-



shared the concept or God as the exd.uive king. However, they did 

differ in their approach conceming the ·~ ot heaven". ~e 

the Fourth Philosophy-Zealots believed that the "k:ingdall or heaven" 

was to be brought about through violent revolution, the Apocal.yptics 

believed the messiah would bring it about, and all the people could 

31 

do was to prepare !or his ccaing. The Apocal.;rptics believed that tbe 

Temple cult required restructuring . The Fourth Philosophy-lealots did 

not speak to this issue . These di!!erences were not inaunnountable. 

It was possible tor the Apocalyptics to adjust their stand against 

violent revolut.1.on so as to be more congruous vi.th the Fourth 

Pbilosopby-Zeal.ots. If the Fourth Philosophy-Zealots could supply 

them with the right charismatic leader as messi ah, the Apocalypt.1.cs 

could supply the ideology of "fightiJJg by the side of the Messiah" . 

The paradigm for the Apocal.ypt.i.cs was John the Baptist. He 

preached purification th.rough both baptism and repentance. Bo He 

travelled throughout Qilll.ge announcing the coming o~ the messi..ah.81 

Eventually, John was executed by Herod Antipas • 
82 

While the New 

Testament cla:iJns t.h.it. J ohA was executed because o~ his att.ack upon 

Herod Antipas 1 illegal marriage, J osephus claims tha t i t was becauae 

of his widespread popularity. Jos ephus' ver sion is prob~ ~o 

correct one. 83 John 1 G apoca.l.ypt1c teachings , compounded by his 

popularity, were enough to make him a very real threat to the peace o! 

Ant.i.pas t tetrarcby . Antipas had no choice but to execute J ohn, 

for i t was his duty to put down all potential revolution.8. 

---
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CHAPTER VI 

The Messianiets and the Pseudo-Messiahs 

The sect known as the }';essianists was probably an outgrowth of 

both the Apocalyptics and the Fourth Phi.lsoE.opb,y-Zealots . This sect 

spoke to the same needs of the people as the other two. It offered 

a tantalizing mixture of features from both . Like the Apocalyptics 

and the Fourth Philosophy-Zealots, the Messianists spoke of immedi~t.e 

redemption from the Roman oppression . Out of its Fourth Philosopby­

Zealot heritage, it offered an active participation in the redemptive 

process . From its Apocalyptic background, it offered a supernatural, 

God-directed redemption. 

The Messianist5 can best be viewed through an investigation of 

the messianic figures they produced. The most famou.s was Jesus of 

Na-iareth, whose ministry lasted from 31 C .E. until 3L C .E. There 

are no reliable historical sources concerning Jesus. The references 

to him in Josephus appear to be later interpolations . The Gospels, 
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the major sources on this subject, are interested in conveying theology-, 

not history. f.i 11Tk, the e arliest of the Gospels, was WTi tten in Rome, 

a r ound the time of the revolution of 66 C .E . - 73 C .E . It is an 

apologetic work, a.iJnec\ at proving that Jesus was not an i.n5urrectionist . 

'lbe other Synoptic Gospels are based on this work . Bu 
J esus 1 ministry began after his baptism by John the Baptist. B.5 

After be had amassed a large enough following, he appoint.ed agents, 

traditionally twelve in number, known as his apostles. 



Eventual.ly, he declared to his apostles that he waa the messiah, 

but ordered them not to divulge hie identity.
86 ~en he entered 

Jerus alem, be rode on an aJJs87 in order to tul.f il.l the pt'Ophecy 

88 of Zechariah . In Jerusalem, the people cheered hi.a ae the meeeiah.
89 

Judas Iscariot, one of his apostles, betr~ed ~'l'Q to the authorit ies.90 

Jesus was arrested on charges of sedition.91 He was ultimately 

executed by Potltius Pilate. 92 

The Apocalyptics had a profound i.nnuence on Jesus . I t was 

John the Baptist, an Apocalyptic, who baptized biJD . Like t.b~ 

Apocalyptics, Jesus pre ached that the ''kingdom of God" wcus at hanci •93 

He had his apostles practice baptism.9L Jesus 1 persistent attacks 

on the Pharisees and the Temple were echoes of the Apocal.yptics 1 

opposition to the r eligious institution. 

It is possible that a liason existed between Jesus and the 

Fourth Philos ophy-Zealots.95 Jesus chose Simon, a Z.alot, as one 

of his apostle s •96 The fact that Simon is singled out as a Zealot 

would se em to indicat e that Jesus hi.msel.f was not one, but wu of 

a f avorable disposition t.oloaro. ibem. ~k refers to S:i.Jlon a.a 

11the Cananaean" .97 This title is the Aramaic word for 11 Zealot 11 • 

This peculiarity can be explained in terms of Marlt 1s apologetic 

motives • 98 By using Simon• s Aramaic title, ~~ark hoped to obscure 

all ties linking Jesus with the Zea1ots . There i6 al.so a possibility 

that Judas Iscariot, another of the apostles, was a Zealot. The 

Greek word, 11Sicarii", the title o! a Zealot group.99 However, it 

is more likely that this name is o! a fictious nature. "Jud•" 

could be interpreted as metming "J evs 11
, and ''I ,cariot" could be 



interpreted as meaning 11Sicarii 11 • Taking into account that Judas 

was the one who betrayed Jesus, this name is probably a symoblic 

statement ccmaunicati.ng the idea that Jesus was betrayed by the 

Jewish patriots. That Jesus came frCID Galilee, home o! the 

Fourth Philosophy-Zealots, is Tet another !actor contn but.ag to 

the possibility of such a liaaon. 

I! this is the case, Jesue 1 activit.ies can be viewed as part 

of a revolutionary plot. The Zealots voul.d supply the mech.anisma 

for such a revolution, whi1e Jesus would be the messianic figure, 

around vb.om the people would be mobilized. When Jesus reques ted 

his apostles to keep his messianic identity secret, be did so 

becau.ee it was not yet t.ilne for the revolution. lie first bad to 

enter Jerusalem, so as to mobilize their support there . With this 

support, the revolutionaries could open a two-front war. Such 

a strategy would give them a better cliance for victory. Yet another 

reason for Jesus 1 entry into Jerusal.eJD was to tul.fill the messianic 

prophecies , thus retaining hie authenticity a.s the meaeiab . 

Tbe 1.nfol'1.d4ltion surrounding Jesus 1 tria1 and execution gives 

tu.rt.her evidence of his Zealot affiliation. It would seem that since 

Jesus• fate was linked with that of Barabbas, a known insurrecti~nist, l OO 

the Rom.ans must have considered hiJD nnre of a threat than Barabbas.101 

It was a common Roman practice to condemn Zealots to de ath by 

crucifixion •102 He was crucified with tvo 11Lestai 11 , of "robbers" .103 

'nle title, "lestai • cazmot be taken literally . Crucifixion is too 

he avy a penalty for the crime of theft . In understanding this incident, 

it rr.--.:.et be r emembered that Jos ephus referr ed to the Zealots as 11Lestai.. 11 

-



Therefore, these "robbers" must have been Zealots. Jesus' interaction 

with these two men is another indicator of his attitude toward the 

l.eal.ots • J esu.s assured them that they would get into heaven .104 

'!here is no record of his ever giving ~ne else this assurance. 

The fact that he made such a promise to Zealots would indicate his 

strong support of their cause.l0.5 

J esus' identification with the Zealots did not end with his 

death. There is a strong possibility that his followers retained 

their Zealot affiliation. It is to be noted th.at Paul, one of the 

apostles, v~ later accused of being a member 0£ the Sicarii .106 

Jesus was not the only messianic tigure of the period between 

the revolutions of 6 C .E. and 66 C .E. During the procuratorship of 

Fadus, which l as ted from 4L C .E. until h6 C .E. another messi anic 

fi.gure arose, in the pers on of Theudas .107 
As the J.:ess.iah, Theudas 

planned to redeem the Jews by organizing a mass exile from Judea. 

111~ messiailship was widely accepted. Styling himself after Moses, 

he took hl.s follower s to the Jordan River, promising them that it 

would spl.i", like the Red Sea and af1'ord them a dry pas~ge out 

of the province of Judea . Fad.us , realizing the danger of such a 

movement presented, sent troops to intercept Thcudas and his part.y . 

Many were killed in this confrontation. Tbeudas was captured and 

beheaded. 

Du.ring the procuratorship o! Felix, (.52 C .E.~ C .E.) another 

messianic figure arose . This messiah, whose name is unknown, came 

.from Egypt.108 Bis plan !er the redemption of the Jews involved the 

---



capture of Jerusalem. With a force ot 30,000 men, he camped on 

the Mount of Olives, in preparation tor the attack. Felix success­

fully put down this uprising, slaying most of the 30,000. The 

Fgyptian and few of his followers escaped. l09 
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The popularity of these messianic figures reflects the widespread 

discontent of the times. They are also an indicator of the success 

of the Shanunai te propaganda against the Romans and the Hilleli t e s . 

'The Messianists, while probably not Shmnmaites, were able to utilize 

to their own advantage the discontent and anttlgonism the Shammai tes 

were spreading throughout Judea . Tbe Sbamlll4lites did not min<i 

the success ot such movements. By inflaming the people with a 

revolutionary zeal, these messianic figures served the Sbamauri.te 

ends. These messianic movement s served the Shannaites in yet 

another way. They weakened the Hilleli t e power base through 

their success. 
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CHAPTER m 
The Militant Sects 

During the Perl.od prior to the Revolution ot 66 C .E. 

There is evidence indicatillg that the Fourth Philosophy- Zealots 

remained active during the period between tbe two revolutiorus of 

6 C .E. and 66 C .E. During the procuratorship ot Tiberius Alexander, 

(u6 C .E.-u6 C .E.) James and Silnon, two sons of Judah o! Galilee, the 

founder of the Fourth Philosophy- Zealots, were executed .no 

For them to merit execution, they must have been following in their 

father 1s footsteps. According to Josephus, lll the procurator Felixll2 

destroyed a Fourth Philsosopby-Zealot group under the leadership of 

one Eleazar. 

After Felix had de!eateci the Fourth Philosophy- Zealots, a new 

i;i-oui: o! Zealots arose, known as the Sicarii •113 This group derived 

its title !~ the Latin word, "Sica", meaning 11curved dagger11 • 

This was the we apon they used . The f act that Josephus , who wrote in 

Gree..1< , used the Latin teMn, "Sicarii" , to describe them, sugges ts that 

this title was gi ven by the Roman occupation forces. 

The Sicarii were basically poll tical assassins operating in Je1"".J-

fhey used short da{;gers , which they concealed in their 

t'!lothing . There was a de!'i.nite pattern to t..'1eir assassinations. 

They 1uurc '!rer1 tne_;. .. rictims during f estival periods. Their victiJns 

were Jews collaborating wi. th the Romans. These executions occurred 

in the day-' iJne, always in public. ~ter an assassination, they would 

j oir. t.'le ranks of those showing indignation . Their activitie s 



created extreme fear among their opponents . 

Jonathan, the high priest, was the firs t vi.ct.im to fall under 

a Sicarii dagger.ll5 Du.ring the procuratorship of Festus, which 

l as ted fro111 60 C .E. until 6 2 C .E., tbe Sicarii e)CJ>anded their 

oper ations to include the plundering of t he neighboring villages 

of their enemies .ll6 During the procuratorship ot Albinus, (62 C .E.-

64 C .E .) tbey kidnapped the scribe of Eleazar, governor of the Temple 

and son of Ananias, tbe high priest.ll7 The scribe was ransomed 

!or t he release of Sicarri prisoners . This was only the first of 

many such kidnappings . 

The Sicarti. -were probably a sect akin, but not identi cal 

4 1 

to the Fourth Philoeophy-Zealots.118 They arose after the suppression 

of a Zealot group which must bav-e been Fourth Philosophy- Zealots, since 

prior to that time, Josephus never notes any other type of Zealots. 

It must rememberee that Josephus r efers to the Fourth Philosophy­

Zealots as 11robbers 11 (Lestai), and never before this point, as 

"Sicaril". Josephus referred to them as "anot.~er sort of robbers", 

apparently to differentiate the.'11\ from the Fcurt:'l Fhilou.>phy -Zeal.ot~ • • 19 

I t mus t also be remembered tha t t.~e Fourth fhi losophy- Zea.lots operated 

mainly in Galilee, while the Si caril operated l • ainly in j erucalem •1 20 

;,. f inal point of differeut lation i s that the Sicarii conducted their 

activities in a manner totally different from that of the Fourth 

Philosophy- Zealot s . 

Tne Sicarii wer e obviously an anti-Sa.d.ducean sect. Among their 

victims is f ound Jonathan, the high prie st, and a Sadnucee. The 

kidnapping of Eleazar ' s scribe was yet another action direct ed against 



Sadducees. 

It is very likely that the Sicarii emerged from the Shaminaite 

party. 'lbeir policy of k11 ling violaters of Jewish law had support 

in Shammait~ ideology •121 The Shammaites had the most to gain from 

the Sicarii policy 0:£ Assassination. The victim.a of the Sicarii 

were Jewish collaborators. Such indivi.dual.s could most readily be 

found among the Sadducees and the Hillelites. In effect, the 

Sicarii were eliminating the opponents of the Shamma:ites. 
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CHAPTER VIII 

The Disturbances ill Jerusalem 

During the Procuratorship o! Florua ( 64 C .E. '"'6 C .E.) 

As the Final Preparato17 Stage 

For a Shamma.ite inspired and led Rev?lution 

The revolution of 66 C .E.-73 C .E. waa the result or a Shammait e 

plot to overthrow tbe Hilleli t es, gaining control of the Jewish govern­

ment in Judea !or themaelves, through the strategy of executing a 

controlled revolution. The Shc.mmai.tes, rea..lizing that a complete 

revolut.ion, one which they could bring to a haJ..t a.tter they had 

obtained their objectives. What the Shammaites deaired from this 

revol ution was that it should be large enough to bring the Hillelites 

and the Romans to the negot.iatin8 table, while at the soune time, 

convincing the Romans that the Sbammaite power baae was so strong 

that it would be politic ally advantageous t o Rome to have the Shammai t es 

replace the Hilleli tes a.s the controlling power in Judea . 

Tile Shammaites and their positional forerunners had put a great 

deal o! effort in preparing !'or t h.is ultim4lte r evolution. Yoeir pre­

parat ions probably began with their support of Hezekiah 1 s revolution. 

Their support of t he Hasmoneans ~a.inst Heroci had split tile country · 

and had created, among the people, a great d~ of discont st with 

the Hillelit e establishment . Throughout the reign of Herod , they bad 

kept the country in a continual. state of unrest. By their revolts 

against Archelaus, they kept dissa.ti.fication bu.ming in the hearts oI 

the people. For this purpose , they inspired and supported the format ion 

--

-



of the Sicarii vas one o! the cnl nri nati.ng points o! this propam. 

'lhrough this group they attmpted to demonstrate that the vicitillzers 

of the people could moat definitely be mad• the victims. Once the 

success of the Sicarii had beea eatabliahed, the Shanmaitea were 

ready for the tina1 preparator;y stage. 

The disturbances in J eruaalem during the procuratorship of 

Flora.a, directly preceding the outbruk of the revolution, cooatituted 

this final. stage. The Shammai tea rallied the peaple against Fl.orus, 

1 22 claiming he had stolen .from the Temple treasury. Tb.is charge 

was probably a distortion of a perfectly legi t.:iJnate tax collection 

on Florus 1 part. The Shwmnaites knew that by accusing Floru. of 

desecrating the Temple, they could quickly arouse considerable 

popul.ar support. A/$ a result of the ensuing disturbances 

Fl.orus held an investigation.123 The failure of this tribunal 

i.ndic;.tes that the Shamoai tea vere st.rong • For the Hilleli tu 

to betray the leaders of these riots woul.d alienate a vast 

majority of the people, thereby destroying the Hil1elite power 

posi.tion. 

In spite ot Florus' investigation, the Shammaite-led riots 

continued. Florua 1 troops were forced to engage in what appears 

to have been a large number of Jera.salemites in combat in the 

Upper City .l2L To put down these disturbances, Fl.orus had to 

go so far as to execute a nu1nber of Jews of the equestrian order .125 

'lhese executions suggest that the Shammaites coul.d obtain support 

among some of the l eading eleinents in Jude an society. Tbi.s assumption 

can be macie on the basis of several factor s. The Romans honored only 
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the leading element s of society w1 th inclusion in the equestrian order. 

If euch Jews were punished , they mu.st have been supporting the riots • 

'lhe Romans would not have punished those Jews who were friendly to 

their cause . These Jews probably pe.rcei ved of the Shammai tes 1 position 

as be.ing so strong as to be successtul. They probably joined with 

the Sharnmaites to insure their .future. 

The disturbances reached such a pe al< that Florus had to call f'or 

reinforcements from Cesarea .126 When these reinforcements arrived in 

Jerusalem, the Shammaites led the people in an attack upon the111 .
127 

Incapable of quelling the riots, Florue left Jerastlem, takiJ:lg with 

h im most of his Roman troops , and l e cwing the city in the hands of 

t.h~ pro-Roman Hillelites.1 28 
By withdrawr.1.ng from JerusalelTI, Florus 

probably hoped that the disturbances would abate . He was attempting 

to buy time until a more adequate Roman force could be called in . 

This Withdrawal indicate s a Shammaite success . 

Once out of J erusalem, Florus reported the r evolt to his superior, 

Ce s t ius Gallus, legate of Syria .129 The Hillelite s also reported t.::> 

Cestius l1al.l11~ , but in their report, they denounced Florus .130 This' 

was probably an attempt on their part ot undermine the Sha.mmai tes by 

c o- opting their stand against Flol"Us, thereby also co-opting some oi 

their supporters . I t was also a declaration of their loyalty to Ro1J1e . 

'lb.rough this declaration, they probably aimed at securing their 

position once the revolt was suppressed. 

As a result of these reports , Cestius Gallus intervened .131 

by sending Neopolitanus to J erusalem. Contrary to Josephus• account 

--



of the events, this intervention was probably ot a mill tary nature. 

It is only logical that, with riots in Jerusalem, Cestius must have 

sent troops. Uthe Jerusalesnitee were as incensed as Josephus 

describe• they ve~ it ie doubt.tul that Neopolitanus would have 
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been welcOJlled in the city. When Neopolltanua sent Cestl.us a favorable 

report, it must have been one ot a military victory. 

Neopolitanus 1 suppression ot the revolt in Jerusalem provided 

only a temporary respite. The Sbammaites used Fl.orus 1 continuation 

in the procuratorship to again rally the people behind them. 

There was only a brief passage o! time betore the major revolution 

132 
commenced . 

--
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CHAPTER IX 

'l'he Succeestul. Initiation of the Revolution of 66 C .E.:-73 C . E. 

AB the Result of the Formation o! 

A Shamm.ai te-led Confederation 

Of Dissident Sects 

The &ammai tes realized that the only hope their revolution had 

f or success was to be found in the mobilization of a vast majority 

of the people to their side. In order to achieve this goal, they were 

instrumeatal in the f onnati.on of a con!ederation of all the dissident 

sects in Judea. This confederation was possible because each member 

sect shared the common goal of li~ratiq Judea from the oppre s sive 

Roman and Hilleli te control. Included in this confederation was a 
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group of s econd echelon Sadducees, as evidenced by the act of rebellion 

on tile part o! Ele azar, governor of the Temple and son of Ananias, 

the high priest •133 This Sadducee group probably wanted to take the 

control or the Temple out of the hands of the Hillelite-backed Sadducees. 

It was quite possible for the :Sl111.mmaites to have promised Ele azar and 

his group in return for their cooperation, a greater measure of control 

of the Temple and would have a !reer hand in its manag~t than did 

the Hilleli te-backed Sadducees . 

I t is evident that this Sadducee contingent worked in conjunction 

with the Shammai tes • Both these groups took a strlngent view of the 

l aw, as evidenced by their attitude toward Caesar 1 s sacrifices. In the 

begi.nning of the revolution, t here was no obvious controversy between 

Eleazar's Sadduceea and the Shammai te Sicari.i . The fact th.at Sl.eazar 



appear s to have been accepted as the bead of the insurrectionists in 

Jerusalem would seem to indicate that the Shammaites needed him tor 

his image as a high Temple ottici.:U to rally th• c•tinued support 

of the people • 

The Fourth Ptti1oeophy-Zeal.ots was antoher menber sect of the 

confederation, as evidenced by l:enahem 1 s at tack on 1.asada and his 

er.trance into Jerusalem in order to aid the insurrectionists there.1 31' 

:'o obtain their membership, the Shammaites probably deceived them into 

believing that the goal of the revolution was nothing short ot total 

independence. l·~ershi.p in the confederation was to the benefi.t of 

t ile Fourth Philosophy-Zealots. They realized that the size and 

w.idespread popularity of the oonfederat.ion offered the only real hope 

for the accomplishment of their goal of ridding Judea of the RoJ!LiiDS. 
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It was only through ~~rship in the confederation that they could tree 

themselves ot their outlaw status. 

Once the confederation was fonaed, they initiated the revolt, 

uaing the strategy of opening two fronts sirnultaneously, lJ5 ~e 

Negev and Jerusalem. By conducting such a war, they hoped to split 

the available Roman forces and create con.fu.si.on within the Rol!'..m camp. 

Ihis strategy counted on the Romans' directing most of t.heir attent.1.on 

to Jerusalem, thus giving Menahem and the Fourth Philoao~-Zealots an 

opportunity to capture Hasada, equip themselves from the armory there, 

and then rei.nf'orce the insurrectionists in Jerusalem be.tore it ,,as too 

l ate. The success of this strategy depended upon split-second timing 

and quick, decisive victories . This va.s important for two reaaon.s . 

--



The i.DSUtt9ctionillta had to obtain their objectives be!erethe Romans 

could ~ mobilize. SUch quick, decisive victories would hearten . 

the people, thereby- help to rally tart.her support throughout Judea. 
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CHAPTER X 

The ~an Sect u F.aaenes 

And their Incorporation into the Confederation 

\'idle the Shammai tes, the Hillell tea, the Sadducees, the Fourth 

Philosophy-Zealots, the Siearii, the Apoeacypt.ica, and the Mesaian­

ists were al1 deeply involved in the social upheavel of the period, 

there existed another sect which appears to have withdraw from the 

chaos . That sect was the Essenes. Josephua seems to have been 

fascinated by th.18 sect, tor he described it in great detail.136 

The Essenes had their own philosophical system. They believed 

that fate governs all things.137 According to their tenets, the body 

is of corruptible nature •136 'lhe body lllprison.s and corrupts the 

i.Jmoorta.l soul •139 When treed tram this bod;y, the soul rejoices aad 

mount.a upward .l40 The soul mast overcome the corrupting infiuences 

of the boey. The soul ill either divinely rewarded or punished on the 

basis of it.a success in this ezideavor.lhl In light of their doctrines 

concerning the sou1, they prised virtue.142 For the individual., the 

conquest ot the passionsl.43 and the reject.ion of ev.i.l.1L4 were major 

!actors in his striving tor virtue. These beliets mani.tested 'them­

selves in the extreme piety of the ~rs ot the sect.116 'Ihese 

people were so dedicated that thq put themselves above pain and were 

l'eady to die, if their suffering would be for the glory of their 

beliets .lh6 

The manner in 'Which they conducted their lives was unique for 

Judea of their time. 'Ihey set themselves apart from society.lh? 

--SJ 
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Even though they had a celony 1.n every city, lhB they strove to retain 

a certain social distance from the rest of the Judeans. Thej held all 

possesaiona 1.n colllDOn.149 Their coJlllllUJlal economy, inconjuaction with 

their diftuaion throughout the Judean atate, made it possible for them 

to travel throughout t.he lad, carrying nothing with them but their 

weapons.l50 As part of this coJlllll\11\al system, they never bought or 

sold to one uother, but rather shared with one not.her freely.l5l 

'!hey appointed stewards to collect all income and mana.ge the coJllllWlal 

152 economy. 

Their relatioaship to the Temple in Jerusalem was of a peculiar 

nature •153 While they eent to the Temple what they had dedicated to 

God, they never o.!fered aacri.tices there.15L Instead, they offered 

their own sacri.tices. They were excluded from the comaon court of the 

Temple because of this refusal te offer sacrifices there. 

Their dress was uniform and regulated. They wore white 

gaments,155 which they did not change until they were entirely 

worn out.156 Conct?~ed with the welfare of their bodies, they took 

care of them to the extreme.157 They considered the annointing of 

158 the body with oil, a symbol or wealth, to be a defilement. 

They had highly orga.ized daily routilae.159 Before suru:ise, they 

illvolved themaelves totally in prayer, forbidding the discussion of 

profane matters. After sunrise, they weat about their work until the 

time before lunch, when they took ritual baths. They changed out of 

their work cloths for the meal •160 No one was permitted to eat before 

grace was said. The meal was conducted in u orderly fashion and 

eaten in silence. After lunch, they chaged back into their work _ 
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clothes, ad worked unt.il supper . SUpper waa co•duc ted in much the 

same mann.er aa luach. 

The7 were meticulous about the observaace or the Sabbath.161 

They vere extrem...;- strict about retraining from uy fonn of labor 

on that dq. EverytM.ag they needed !or the Sabbath vu prepared by 

them the da\1 be!ore . 

Taking their word •rioualy 1 they rejected the taking of oaths •162 

lhey considered everythiJag they said to be the equivalent or aa oath . 

lheir extreme loyalty, ill tb.ia regard, va.s .famous throughout Judea . 

'Ihey collsidered swearing worse than perjury, and believed that it the 

taking of an oath waa necessary, it vas wort.b.less.163 

They had a high regard tor stuct;y. They took great pa.ins in their 

studies to find out what is best ! or the soui .164 It wa.s believed that 

through their studies , they acquired the ability to foretell the 

future •165 Besides, !'rom their sacred studies, they involved thmnsel ves 

in t he study o! medicine, 166 aJld were •quite advanceri in the medical arts .16 7 

They were opposed to havillg servants because t hey felt that servants 

created a teITlptation to be unjust .166 'Nhile their attitude toward 

r.:u-riage was not uniform, most of them r ej ected wedlock .169 While they 

did not absolutely rej ect the ti tness of r.arriage, th~:; gucs:rtled their.selves 

from l ascivious behavior .170 They also felt that wives cre:ited 

·'omestic c;uarrels .171 From the reasons J osephus gives for their r ej ection 

of marriage, other reasons can be surmised. ID Jewish law, wedlocl. 

is closely connected with t~e laws of iJnpurity.172 It is not surprising, 

co::sideri.ng t.ht> Essenes ' pr eoccupation wi h cleanness, tha t they would 

-
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-':lvoid marriage. It i s to be noted that women in the ancient world 

were looked upon as untrustworthy.173 In viewing women thus, the 

Essenes .would consider women UD.wortby or admission to their sect . 

There did exist a order of Essae which condoned rn.a.rriage.17° 
T"nis order di.ff ered in no other w;q from the rest of t,..1'\e Essenes . 

'llley believed tllat by not m.a.rrying, they cut off t heir prospect of 

succession. For a woman to be considered an acceptable wife, she 

h ad to pass a test which lasted three years. In order to demonstrate 

that they cli.d aot marry for r easons of pleasure, but rather for 

propagation, they did not permit husbands to have sex wi tb their 

v.i. ves while the woman were pregnant. 

As a tuaction of their rigorous life style and their deanaading 

philosophy, the Essenes kept high a.cbnUsion staadards.175 The new 

applicant had to live like aa Essene, while at the eaJne time remain 

excluded from the community, for a period of ane year. After that 

year, if he had proven him.sell, he was .u...J.owed to pa rtake in the 
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ritual baths, but he s till remained excluded from the general cOlllmUJli.ty. 

ne kept this e.batus for tvo more years. If he wa.s found acceptable 

after this period, he had to take several oaths before bis final 

admission. There were ton such oaths, being pledgea to e.xcersiae 

piety towards God, to observe just.ice towards all mezt, to abetain from 

harmillg anyone, to hatie the wicked and aid the righteous, to show 

fidelity to .u...J. men, npeciall.y those in authority, never to abuse his 

authority ot tey to outshine others in gannellts or !iaery, to be a 

love.r of truth, reproving those who tell lies, never to steal, aever 

--



to conceal ~ trom J!l811be:-s of his sect or to revul u;y of 

thisr doctrines to others, at the cost 0£ his own li!'e, aad to preserve 

the books belbgi.Jlg to the sect. 

1be Essae society was highly structured. There were !our 

classes of Eaeaes. The junior classes wel"9 so inf4'rior to the seniors 

that the t.ouch or a junior would a detile a seaior.1 76 The juniors 

needed the permission ot their s.aiora before doing all. but two acts, 

to give aesis'Umce where it llU desired and to ehow merey.177 

The Essenes administered their own judicial system.178 Ia this 

area, they were famous !or accuracy and justice. Whe:Ja they held a 

trial , their court consisted ~at least one hundred members. DecisiOJls 

were made accordillg to a m.ajori ty vote. Once sentences were passed, 

they were unal.terable. The punishJnent for major crimes was expulsion 

frern the orde.r •179 Those expelled, being heavily restricted b7 their 

oaths, ·usually died. Out of compassion, the sect re-admitted many o! 

those expelled, when they were near death. 

'nle Essenes were probably a Pharisaic group. Their shared lllany 

sjJll.i laT pointj of philosophy. Like the Pharisee, the Essenes believed 

in r ate, but to a extreme degree. Both sects shared a belief in the 

ir.anortal.i ty of the soul. While the Essenes appear to have been more 

specific than the Pharisees, they both believed in ciiri.ne reward and 

punisbme11t . The Essenes, a s reflected by their opposition to the 

Temple cult, s eem to have shared the Pharisaic ati-Sa.dducean stand. 

S7 

The development of the Esseaes was probably a reaction to the social 

conditions in Judea. 'l'beirs was a life style ot e.xcapism.
1

8o They 
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removed themselves f'ram the aail:ustream of society and it.a problems. 

At a time when the people of J~ felt great eco•omic pressures, the 

Essenes set up a socialistic system a.a a meas of !iJlding relief . 

Their silllple and unU'orm dress indicates a desire, on their part, to 

keep lite simple ad unitorm. Another illdicator wa,'i their exteasively 

organized and regulated daily routi.Jte.181 It is not unlikely ~at one 

of the rn.ajor !actors iJa their general rejection o! marriage was the 

avoidance of the problcns inherent in that i.nsti tutiOJl. 

J>ian;y of the F.esenes 1 activities can be viewed as attempts to !ind 
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alternative mean.a o! tul.!'illment in their lives. Their extensive study-

ing and their extreme piety were znani.!estations of this search !or 

The origins of this sect has remained a Jl\YStery • Some scholars 

believe that the F.asenes were the Hasidim ot the Hasmonean revolution •182 

others disagree v.ith this theory.183 It is most likely that this sect 

was a group of Pharisaic extremists w.hich developed as a product of the 

Pbarisee-Saducee coJltroversies o! the Hasmonean period. Th.is theory 

would account for 'both their s trong Pharisaic tendencies and their 

opposition to the Sadducees and the Temple cult. Their rejection of 

t he Pharisaic and Sadducean power elements ruling that society. There 

is no reason to believe that this sect developed any earlj.er than the 

time of those controversies. 

It i s probable that this sect did not gain popularity Wltil t:Jle 

Roman period. It was not until that time, when a great number of the 

people fult the frustrations iJaherent in Judean society, that t.hei.r 

form of exca.pism would come into vogue. The sudden ~surge of their 

-



popularity would explain their rigid admission standards . The Essenes 

took t heir way of lite seriously, They would have been afraid that 

I:!an:f ot thei r applicants 'Wt! re turnillg to them !or questionable i:oti ves. 

Therefore, they would have set hgih admissions stc.."lda rds in an atte:r.ipt 

to r etain the purl ty ot their sect . 

..\t the outset or the revol ution of 66 C .E., when l·1enahem, the 

son of Judah of Galilee, and his band of Fourth Philosophy-Zealots, 

marched down into the Negev and c aptured J.:Csa.cia they came i:i. contact 

with c:. peculiar community o! Jews which lived at Qumran .18li This 

cor.x:nmity was responsible !or at lea.Gt the pre servation, ii' not the 

authorship, of the texts known as the Deaci Sea Scr olls .185 The 

que stion o! who these Qumran Jews were has been a matter of debate 

anong schol.u-s •
186 

The assumption that they wer e Essenes is probalil.y 

the correct one . l:Ost of 'What i s known of their life atyle and beliefs 

comes from toe Ue ad Sea Scrolls.167 The description of the community 

in these texts parallels Josephus 1 description of the Essenes. These 

J ews were not tied to one place, as demonstrated by tbair "Code !or 

Camp Communities", f <>und in the Damasou Document . ·r .. ey had a 
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communal economic system.
188 

They had a highly structured class 

system.189 T:ley bad overseers similar to the curators of the E.ssenes.l90 

Th~ had Mghly organized meals •191 They dedicat ed theJT1Selve s to their 

studies .192 The ob~ations of the members of this conm.mity were 

siJn:i.lar to those stated ill the admission vows of the Essenes.193 

They were opposed to the taking of oaths .19L Their admissions process 

was si.milar to those stated in the admission vows of the Essenes.195 

---
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They were totally comatitted to God.196 They practiced ritual ablut.ion.s.197 

They observed the Sabbath laws in a most stringent mamler .198 They 

believed in the concept o! divine reward and punishment or the aoui.199 

There is very little laaovn about the history of this cOll1lllUJl1.ty. 

Archaeological. e?idence SeeJllS to indicate that this grou:p O! Jevs 

inhabited the area of ~n durilag separate periods. The first period 

lasted from arouad the year 110 B.C.E. until the reign o! Herod, 

200 around 37 B .E.C. This period seems to have been ended by a severe 

earthquake, such as the on• deacribed by Josephus. 201 The second 

period lasted trom the begi.Jming of the !irst century C • B. until the 

year 68 C .E. Archaeological evidence indicates that the commwaity 

202 
was destroyed by the Roman Tenth LegiOJ1., under Vespasian. Th.is 

evidence suggests that this comnnmi. ty vas first established duri.Jll; 

the r eign or John Hyrcanus , around the time of his split with the 

Pharisees . 203 The destruction of the community by the Romans w ul.d 

seem to indicate that the Dead Se a Scrolls were written before 68 C .E. 204 

It is prob able that l·:enahe.m 1114.de & liason ...-ith the Qumran Essenes 

when he 11as at l· a sada. He may even have convinced t hem to j oin the 

con.federation. Such parti cipation in the r evolution of 66 C .E. - 73 C .E. 

tinds much documat~tion . Texts similar to those at Qumran, were fo\llld 

at lfasada. 205 Jos ephus acknowledges Zealot participation in the 

r evolution. He points out that many Essenes suffered martyrdoa at the 

bands of the Romans .206 He also notes that an Essene by the name of' 

John was appointed a general. in the revolut ionary forces. 207 

There were many si.mil.ari.tie s between the Fourth Philosophy-

-
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Zea.lots and the Essenes which would have facilitated l'.aaahmn rs efforts 

in winning the inhabitants o:t Qumran to the side of the revolutionaries. 

Both groups were of Pharisaic origin. They 

for their beliefs • One of t.he bui.c doctrilles !or both groUps va.s an 

extreme loyalty to God. The se com:non points could h.;.ve opened the way 

f or Nenahem to enter into discourse with the Qwnran Essenes, and 

eventually win them over. 

There are several points in the Essene i deology which would have 

allowed for the coll<iboration of the Qumran Essenes with the Fourth­

Philosophy-Zealots • The Essenes had a great re.gard for j astice . If 

they considered the Romans UJljust, they could have viewed the revo­

lutionaries a.a trying to re-establish God rs justice in Jude a . One 

of the vows of the Essenes was to hate the wicked and aid the 

righteous. They could have interpreted this as an injunction to bate 

the Romans by aidiJl.g the revolutionaries. As lovers of truth and 

reprovers o! lies, they could have conceived their obligation as the 

upholding of Judaism and. truth at all costs, and reprove the lies of 

Roman peganism . 

There are points in Esseae idology which would appear to have 

mi.li tated a.gainst their joinirlg t he revolution . Hoi."ever, the s e points 

could have been interpreted aw~ . One was the i.njuncW...on against 

harming cm,yone. S:i.Jlce i t is known that the F.ssenes carried weapons 

when they traveled, a precedent mu.st have been alread;y set establish­

ing self-defense as an are a outside this regul.atioJl. A war with the 

Roman invaders could be coJlside.red seU-de.!'ease. Another way to over­

r id this injunction was to declare that the priority 0£ the command-

-
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ll'lent aided the righteous agai.ut the wicked. They al.so could h.ave 

circumvented t.his illjuacti.on by aiding the revoluticma.ries without 

actively fightilag. Another point mi.11.tating aga.inst their i.Jlvolvement 

in the revolution was the injunction to show fidelity to ill men, 

especially those in authori. ty. One o! the wqs they could !?ave dealt 

wi t."1 this point was to question the quthori ty of the Romans over and 

against the authority ot God, just as the Fourth Philosophy-Zealots did. 

'lllis i.njtmction could have bea. viewed as being only ill reference to 

autbori. ty within the Essene commnni ty, since it is !olloved by the 

injunction not to abuse authority. The only place an Essene would 

have had authority would have been wi thiJl his canmnmi. ty. I! the 

injunction against the abuse ot authority refetted only to those in 

author ity in the Essene canmuni ty. They could have al.s o declared this 

injunction void when the authority in question was of a wicked n ature. 

There were many re,asons for the merger of QJ.mran Essenes with 

t.~e Fourth Fh.iloeophy- Zealots . Both groups ·..-ere discontented ·.nth 

!.he social conditions of the times • i·Jhile the Qumran Essenes responded 

t.v ti-.e s e conili. tions oy wi thd.rawing f rom society, the Fourth Fhilosopn.1'­

~..lo~s r esponded by attempting to chaJlb~ tLe;:;; tb.ro\:gh revolution . Such 

:. "!erger ••as to the benef'it of !.enanem anci the Fourth i'hilosoph:{- Zealots . 

. er..:i."len needed all the allies h e cot:.ld i;et . Due · to the r espect of t he 

pe~~le ~or t:1e piety of the Essenes, their support woulc be t ood for the 

i .. :..::!.c im:?.ge of the revo_ution . The G°'.ll11r~ !:ssenes coud provide henahern ' s 

0:.:-.r~~on at .. asada . Tne Essenes, being a lit erary s ect, could supply 

~!'." li t erc. tu..""e presenting the r evolution as God 1 s cause. This merger 
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wz.s also b eneficial for the Essenes • 1;enahem could supply the 

.;::!'otection to keep their coI!!lltUI1:ity closed and s eparat ed from the 

rest of the society, especially the Romans . Through his actions , 

~·..enahem offered to bring about their common goals . The Essenes 

probably also realized that their refusal to join t.l-ie con!'ederation 

would r esult- in their destruction. Beillg so close to Nasada, 

they would be regarded as a threat to the garrison there. As such, 

toe Fourth Philosophy-Zealots would be forced to destroy them. 

If they refused to cooperate, Kenahem would take the provisions 

he needed by force . By the t ime Men ahem left the Negev for 

Jerusalem, the Essenes found themselve s deeply involved in the 

s truggle. 
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Footnotes to CHAPTER X 

136 ·A .description of the Easenes is alao !oUAd in an.other text, 

known aa the Philosophwnena. However, accordi.ag to both ?J.orton Smith, 

in "The Deacriptioa of the Eaaenea in Josephus and the Philosophumel'a", 

Hebrew Unio• Almual, XID, (1958), pp. 273-313, and Solomon Zeitlu, 

in 11The E111oe. ill Josephus and the Pbilosophume1la 11 , Jewish ~rtery 

Review, XLIX, (1958-1959), pp. 292- 300, the Philosophumena veraioJt 

is based upon Joaepbus' version. 

137. Josephus, Anti5uities, XIII: Vl:9 ; XVIII:I :S. 

138. Joaepbua, We.rs, II:VIII:ll. 
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l.Ll. Ibid. 

11 2. Josephus, Aatiquities, Ibid. 
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141 . Josephus, ~, Il:VIII:2. 
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150. Josephus, War•, II :VIII:L. 
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J.5L. Sol910• Zeitl..1.a, ill "The EaHaea aad Mesaiaaic Expectatioaa11 , 

p . . 93 , e.xplaia8 that the Eeaeaes did aot otter sacr.Uicea at the Temple 

because they did aot recogaize the legi timaey ot the high priest•. 

This contliet started when S:imoa, a Ha8JllOneu, aad AOt ot the house 

ot Zadok, declared hiluelt high priest. 

155. J os ephus, ~, Il:VIII13. 

156. Joaeplaua, Wara, II :VIII :4 . 

157. Ibid. 

158. J osephus, !!!!:!1 II1VIII:3. 

J.59 . J osephus, ~' II:IDI:5 . 

160. J. Vaa Der Ploeg, ia "'!be Heals ot the Eaaeaes 11, J O\ll'1UU ot 

Semetic Studies, ll, (1957), pp. 163-175, notes that there is very 

little evideaee to support the view held by maay scbolara T.bat the meals 

of the Essenes were actually "sacred" meal.a. He !eels that the views 

of these scholars are too tar-reaching, based on a mi.JU.mum of infor­

mation. 

161. Josephus, ~' II:VIII:9. 

162. Jo~epnus , ~, II1VIII :6 . 

16). ~ previously mentioned, Solomon Zeitli.a, in "The Euenes and 

hessianic Expectations", p. 101, aotea that the Esaenas were exempt 

f rom the taki.Jlg o! the loyalty oath to Rome, during the reign of Herod, 

because of th.is doctriaal rejection o! oat.ha iJa goeral . 

164 . J os ephus, War s, Ibid . 

165. Josephus, ~, II:VIll:l2 . 

166 . Josephus, ~, II 1VIII:6. 



167 . Ra.lph H.rcus, ill 111Tree ot Lile• in &sene (?)Tradition", 

Journal of Biblical. literature, LXXIV, (1955), p. 27u, states that 

there is a possibility that in Essene literature, "Tree of Lile: 

(Ets Hayyim) actually refers to s ome sort o!' h eal.illg herb. 

168 . Josephus , Aatiquitiea, Ibid. 

169 . J osephus , ".la.rs , II : VIII : 2 . 

170 . Ibid . 

171. J osephus , Antiquities, Ibid. 

172 . SolOJIOD Zeitl.i.n, "The F.esoes and !·.essianic Ex:pect!:tioas 11 , 

p . 101. 

173 . Ibid. 

17L. Josephus , War:J> ll sVIII:lJ . 

17.5 . Jos¢us, Wars , II :VIIl :7 . 

176 . Josephus , Wars , II : VIII :10. 

177 . Josephus, Wars , II:VIII :6 . 

178. Josephus , ~' II: '/Ill:9 . 

179 . Josephus , ·1ars, II :VIII :8 . 
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180. Theocior h • Gast er, ill The Dead Sea Scri2tures, (1964), pp. 8- 9, 

states the view that their excapism had theological. overtones. 

181. J • F . Sn-.i th , in 11P " ) ill Philo on the F.ssenes• ?" , 
Bi.blica , XL, (1959), p. 1024, states the view that those who joined 

the Essenes did not need the stricture o!' law bec•use, through extreme 

self-discipline, they were already able t o govern themselves . I 

f eel that this is tar !'rom the case. Those who joined the Essenes 

neede<i the s ecurity found in a system which regulated evecy aspect of 

t.CG!~ existence. 
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182 • AJDOag the scholars hold.1.ag this view is Solomoa Ze1 tlla, as 

expressed ill "The EBe•ea aad Messiaaic Expect.atioas ", pp. 87-90. 

1.eitl.iJa bolds that the title ".b:aseHS" coaes troa the Araaaic word 

''liasill11 , which is t.he equivaleat o! the Hebrew wol"d "HasidiJl" . Se 

alao bases his theor;r aa the tact that Josippoa used ~e title 

11Ha.sidll1 11 whenver Josephus spoke o! the Esseaes. He claims that 

Josephus derived the title 11Essenes" !roa the ''hosM1l 11 which the 

high priest wore, whieh Josephus called "esse:a" . This was suppeaed 
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to give the person who wore it the power oi · ;iropheey. Siltee Josephue 

attributed this power to the meabers ot this sect, be cal.led them EsseBes. 

He al.so aotes that Philo called the Essues by the title "b-.ss4doi'1, 

which is a derivative o! the Greek word !or piety. The equivalent 

title ill Hebrew would be "Rasidi.ei 11 • Philo Jiil.St have latowa thea 

by this title. 

Another scholar 'Who hold.a this view i s Charles T. Fritsch, ill 

'!Herod the Gre&t.:.ad the Quaraa Cown1a1 ty11 , Jouraal. ot Biblic~ 

J.d:terature, ~ V, ll95.5), p. 177. 

18J . AIW>•"S the scholars who hol d the view that the ori.gias ot the 

& snes is nt to b e found in the Hasidim ot the HaSllOaeaJ\ revolutiOJl 

i s L. tt.a.billovitz, as expressed ill 11·.die Fi.rst F.sseaes", Jounaal ~ 

Semetic Studi.es, rv- (1959), PP• 356-361. He ti.Jads !ault in the 

i dent.itieation ot the group that we:at into the wildenes8 and were 

later slaia because they rehsed to violate the Sabbath, duri.Jlg the 

flasmo•ea:n revolut1oa, as the liaed.dilll. The Basidiln, he !eels, vere 

a 1'ili tut group. The group that wat ill to the wildel"Jless were the 

o~i.Aal Ee sea es • 

--
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bother such scholar is l'.atthew Black. h "Tl• Patristic Accouat 

ot Jewish Sectariaaiaa", Bulletia o! Jolul &luda Libz;arz, XU ll9S9), 

pp . 292, 296, ud 298, he states theview t.ha.t the Qunmaa sect, which 

he idat.i.fies aa Es••••, were aa opposit.ioa party to te established 

Pharisees ad Sadduceea . This vould date their origilu as beillg ao 

earlier thu the re1ga o! Simn. He aotes a close rel.atioaship between 

them ud the Saaarita.as. He feels th.is relati.oJlship iJadicates that the 

origiJls of the F.aseaes is to be f oUJld in the ueient religion ot the 

Northers Ki.agdca. 

18h. Cecil Roth, ill "1'he Zealots h the War ot 66-73", p. 337, 

s tated the view that the QuliraJl cOJlllllUJd.ty was actually aade up of Meaahen 

ad his baad ot Fourth Philosophy- Zealots. He bases this theory oa the 

i dea that thq, beiJlg outlaws, h ad to isolate themselves while Judea was 

,bd,er Roaaa rule . The site o! Qullraa was excel.lat tor their purposes. 

185 • 'l'beodor H • Gaster, ill !!be Dead Sea Scriptures , p • J, poiats out 

that it does BOt 1tecessaril;r follow that because the Qwnran co=rnJ111ty 

read :md cherished the Scrolls , they composed &l.l o! them. 

186 . Ceci.1 Roth, 11'1'he ZeaJ.ots ia the ':lar ot 66-73", Charles If. Fritsch, 

"Her od the Great and the Qwaraa CoJlll!!Unity" , l.:atthew Black , " 11'.le Patris-

tic Account o! J ewish Sectari.alrl.sm 11 , Ral.ph, ~~eu.s, in °fhansees , 

E:<>senes , and Gnos tics", Journal o.t Biblical. Literature, .L.X.Ull , tl95h/, 

pp . 16o-l.61, s t ates the thy were a group of &snes related to 

both the Apocalyptic Pharisees and the Jewish O•ostics . 

187. Theodor R. Gaster, in '!'he Dead Sea Scriptures , pp . J-u, 
states that tJe cOillllUJ\ity described in the l-~ual of Diseiplille ad the 

D:..:.a.scus ( i adokite) lJocument was probably n.ot their colllmlJd.ty, 

-
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but rather, t.be:ir ideal of a c,,..,.,.j ty. This would explai.Ja sOJl8 or the 

ditterences betwMJL the ecmamdty as described i:a these tuts aad 

Josephus 1 deseriptioa of the Essaes . 

188. MaBual o! Discipl.iae, I:l-15, Daa.scus DoeUJ1ent, Xlv :12-18. • 

169 . Manua.l ot Disciplllle, VI:l- 8; ._Duascus Doeu.."'8ftt, X.lV :J-12 . 

190. Dmsc\\8 Documat, Xl.lls7-19. 

191. Maaual of Discipl.iae, Ibid. 

192. Ibid . 

19J . Daaa.seus DoCUlle?lt, VI :ll-VII:6a . 

19L. Daaascus DoC'Ulllmlt, VI :l- ii:H: 20. 

195 . Manual. of Discipline, V1:1J-2J . 

196. Muual ot Discipl.ille, V:7-20. 

197. Da.as cws Document, X:lO-lJ. 

196. Daaaacus Document, X:1.L-Xl :l6. 

l.99. Daaa.scus Docuaent, I V :6-12, Vh :9- V111 : 2l, >J.. :27-JL . 

200 . Cahrles T . Fritsch . "rlerod the Great and the Qumran Community" , 

P • 175 

201 . J OB6!Jh US ' M tiqui ties, x . : " : 2 . 

202 . Charles T. Frit.sch, 11tt.erod the Great and the Qumran Commmd.ty11
, 

P • 177 

203 . 'Iheodor H. Gaster, in '.!'he Dead Sea Scriptures , p. J, teels . 

this i s the case. With the approach o! the RoaaJl Te tb Legioa, they 

must h ave hidden them in the caves . Mat thew Black, in "The Patristic 

Aceo\lllt o! J ewish S ctarianism", p . 265, al.s o !eels this is the cas e. 
e 

Among those who feel that the Dead Sea Scrolls were written at a 

-
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later period is Solan.on ZeitJ.iJl, as he states iJl 11.Receat Literature 

on the Dead Sea Scrolls; The Sicarri a1Hi ·t&ie· Zealots", Jeld.sh Quarterl.y 

Review, U, (1960-1961), pl lS6. 

205. 11..oshe Pearblaa, 'l'he Zea.lots o~ Ha.sad.a, (New Y0 rk, 1967) P• 84. 

206. Josephus, Wars, I I : vlll :lO. 

207. Josephas, Wars, Il:XA:4. 



CHAPTER XI 

The Role o.f the Sects in t..l-ie Battle for J erusalem 

:rm le Menahem and the Fourth Philosophy- Zealots were in the Negev, 

capturing 1-iasaca and negotiatll& with the Qumran F.sse:ies, t .. e ShaT:"':!ite 

:mr Sarlc!uce.:;.n r evolt:.tiona...""ie s "~ere coing thei r part in Jerusal.em . J.'o 

~e Sadducean continge?!t or the conf C?der~tior. ;;ent t !.e t asl: of 

endowing the r evolution ·with appropiate ideologic~l ove£"'tones . t:ncier 

t he lf' aderc.:ip of Eleazar ben .~arias, tr.ey ac:-.ieved this t;oal through 

• · . . t. f th ri!i. f G 208 In rd to . t th w.e.ir reJec ion o · e sac ce o a e5ar. o er exc1 ~ e 

pecptt n volutionary .tervor, they claimed that no foreign sacrifice 

\~as acceptable in t.lie Temple. 209 

Realizing the gravity of the situation in Jerusalem, the pro-

:-~ Hillelites and Sadducees made desperate attempt to stifle the 
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revol ution :it .:\Ji earzy stage. Tbe:y were unsuccessful. in counteracting 

the Sadducean revolutionaries 1 propaganda against foreign sacrifices . 21.0 

l'lhen it beccune obvious that the situation was out of ha11td, they sent 

Simon ben Ana.ni.aa, Eleazar' s brother, lr.i. th a delegation to Florus 

2ll to request military support. In ld:lat was probably an attempt to 

delay the insurrectionists until Roman troops coul<i arrive, this 

pro- Roman factions, beginning on lJ Ab , 66 C .E ., entered into open 

212 combat with the rebels, and succeeded in capturing I·:Ount Zion 

anc the upper city. 213 

With tile Sicarri contingent in t he !ore!ront, the confederation 

turned the tide of b attle in their f avor. On 11.i Ab, 66 C .! . , the pro-

Roman forces were overpowered and driven out of t he upper city by a 
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Jicarii at.tack . 2lJ In a move to c;ti...~ the :::.!pport or t:~c. debtor c!..:-.:::.: , 

t:1e Si ca.rii burned tht- public archives containir.g t;.e recor d:; or tll 

c'ebt r . ::!lS The r ebel :: e.ft'ectivd:: be:.:i egeC. tt~e pro- ] om.an fac tion ..;.n 

• _., 216 
~:e pJ...l.ace. 

Shortly thereafter Lenaheu. cr..c ~.i:; b end of Fourt11 Fhilo:;ophy-

t.eal.ot.~ enter ed J e rusalem, reinforcing their cor..federa tion ccm­

patriots -: 21. 7 Th e victor of the battle for Lasada enterec Jeru:::cler 

-..:::; a king . ne i..i'ilmedic:tel,;; took coirnanc of tr.e rebel f orce:; t hc:·e . 

r.,ere ->..re reve:-· J. r e ... cor.:: f or thi:- asce?:.:;ion to t.:1e cor..m.a."lc ;x>'" .:.tio!l . 

ne l-·:.s the mo. t credible leacer . The sen o! JuO...... of .:....lile t" , :.." c.:r." 

:.1:ilit~· a ... - Mili tru:-y le~.der . :·e nc.a a :e::!..l -.:::Tlec , e;.:periencee force 

i:e:.ir.d hil.. . iic brought the appr oval of the Qw:iran Essenes . He was 

the acknowledged leader of t: e Fourtil i-nilo:;op: ~·- Zeclots , tbe orit;inal 

evol ution.uy &ro~~ · 

• • c.:l~eJ!l w3s ::rcbc.b~ a r_e ~ :;i::..nic fici·-e. :'n::-~ ::. :; c·•.i.dt?llce ~ .... 

• ..:i • • • t· t 2JC .. . . · .. e · · -=- c ecl ..r" J. ~e .. e:: s1....... c:.r .ic -t<::nran sec . . ..i.:> mes Sl.an:..c 

~,~ir benefit by arot: .. in,<; :inc::c~ ~ c-d suppv-·t f~o: .. t.."lle people . 

•• enOihem g<-.ve 1Jrders to continue the siege of the t>al.ice • 

.::he bes ieged of fered to surrender in return ~or s;;.f e pass~e out of 

Jerusalem. l-ienahem gr<mted thi:: reques t only to the Jew:; . ne 1t.0ulci 

1:ippic·· , 1- n...:.c:eluz , and .ai' ia.t!Ule , beca·Jre tl.esl" b ... ~ "':i r. ; :e,...~ t" ... cier 

13 
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7' 

·~o r' ef'en( . 
220 

On 7 El.ul, 66 C .E ., the hi~ priest .<\n ani.q ".N::> 'F r :.i:;tured 

-:-.e !'Yec'.ltee
221 

by henahem 1 s force~ . 222 :.eaahe.':l pr ·icec· ed ~ bc.~e 
... ~e Romans il: t r.e to~ers. 223 

.\ t some point, socr~ Rft<>r ~ .eJlcilem 1 :; ~try ix.to J er-..isale.- , it i = 

\.. . 1 ... ,.. t .... -r-~ t • . . , . 221 ""- 'ub ..i ' ;:-roi.:aO_I'" w~~ Wle CO?U=·era l.0:1 Wa1; X< e p 1.!:>.LJ.C . ',.:1e y ().' °!:>!'1.: the.~.-

!:el--e ~ ·i. t' t.~e tit l e 11?.ar..nrir.: 11 , 11Zea.!..otn 11 • Tidr title i s probab~ 

derived !rom the actionG of the Torai.tic ctaractcr, I hine~, ~ho was 

co:i:miende !or hie "zeal. 11 in defending God ' s cause.225 Josephus ' 

r eluctaoa to call t.~em by th.is title s erves as an indicator that this 

is what they called themselves. The Sbarnmaites most definitely 

ref erred to them as 11 Zealots 11 , as i s evidenced in l at er Shammai t i c laws. 

t»1ammai t ic law gave tham pennission to att ack ~~one cohabiting with a 

heathtni woman, 226 of steali.l:g the service vessels from the remple.277 

Cohabi tatior. with a :ieat!:en woman proba:..ly ·10.s '1 c:.ip:. e:ni::111 to col!"'"::.-

ir.c of t:." °-oJllal'ls . 

.,i."':I": .. a:- riaht !or ~e m'"'..nOWlCl":"".er.t of the !'orr.::.tion of t:ie Zealot 

..... n 
'.e.1 lie- ~nc Ele~-i L- e:-:.ot ed o e r t:le que"'ticn o! le<>.d~:·-:L..:- . - v 

Fh.i..:o o~ :,;- Zealot.s o:r~ ~tcc 4 :.. ... ! ." · · • r ! .. ·<" Shrunmaite. ... 
; r.<.. .... e 

--
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l eo::; than total independence. I t i s to be r errtc.ubered that t.. e Sha.mmai t es 

lnd Sadduceee wanted the war to only go f ar enough as to put them in 

:- good bargaining posi t ion with the liilleli tes and the Romans . 

Ee11ailem 1 s re.tusal to s tep down 299 f orced the Shanunai te and Saciducee 

Zealots to di$J>ose of him and his party. El.ec:.zar stagei an attack on 

t.~e:tt . CJO He caught theI:l at the L'emple, where it was possible ~:.~t 
... .,, 

•. ena!1em was h ... Ying :ti.L1::;el!' c r owned a the ! .e~:;i ~. -.>- 1·.<:.r~ o!' Len2:e.:: ' .. 

t:.e : ·'}'.'port o!' t he ~'Wllr.::m Essene :: "!.::; evidenced by the De ad Sea Scrolls . 

It i s mo s t probable tr. ::..t the 11:.'c .:.c!->er of P.ighteousness 11 of the Habakkuk 

t . - ~'- 232 ..,ommen c:.r:r i s ·.eiuu1em. The capture of J eruso.lem was co:npleted 

not long a!'ter the ass.:.ssiJl<ltion of l·:enahem. 

The Sharrana:ite and Sadducee Ze alots accepted the s urrender of 

• ti.l.i.• th D - al 233 
A ~<\ .. ,.. t th · --- f d ·.e us , e n.uwan g ener . • ~cco.4~ o e ~•uo o surren er, 

the ~olllB!ls hzd tv lay ciown thei r ann.a. Onc e t he surrender was complete, 

t he Ze alots, led by El.ea.zar, massacred the unanned Roman" . This 

massacre took place on the Sabbath. T'nore can be Utile doub t t.11at this 

:::na.ssacre was part of the overall Shammaite .:md Sadducee ctratea . 

~ .... 
...., :; b .. ~::.:-, . ... 
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20[ . J oscph-.i:- , · :ar.i, ~ : :TI: : 2 . 

201 . ~ivtin , 55b-5S ... has .:...-. tl er:1ate 7er:::ion o~ tue r ejecticz: 

of t.~e =~ri.fice o! Caes.:r . This version clai.ns th ">.t :i.t w~s ~l due 

:.o ._ ri~c.,derstanding and <? trec.chcry. It nn.u;t be r er.e.r.ibered that 

t:~.i::; version was written later, ~- pro-Roman P..il.l.eli t e s . They were 

pr obably t l"]ing to explain this incident as not being a true ac t 

of r ebellion. 

210 . J os ephus , ~' II:XVIl :J -L. 

211 . Ibid. 

212. Josephus, Wc:.rs , I.: :A'"VII :5. 

21) . Ibi d . 

21.1 . Josephus , Wars , II : . .:vr: :! . 

215 . Thie . 

216 . roi r . 

217 • Jo~ erh , r- , • - - ---- r .. ~ ... , J.L : ... - - l t... . 

: 1 .:. :or ep .• -: , ~' ... b i d . 

:::2c. Tuia . 

~ "': . Z-os t.pnu, .a.rs , l::::-:r::9. 

3ol or..oi. Ze.:. ~, :.... 11 '.::ne :ic=--:.~ ... :J .. avau ... 11
, 

- r:' f" -. ,, , 

prublen "-i • ;, Zei tl.iJ:. ' s expl<!l'latior. i: that Analri.~c., being ilit;h priest, 

w"'::: no:. nece!;sarily considered - ; :: lore . T'ne Fourt.i. Philosophy-
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Zealots directed this attack against the Roman regime . There is no 

r e!ereace to them ever having co».Siciered the position o! high priest 

in the same category. 

Cecil Roth, ill "The Religious Nature o! the Zeal.ots 11 , pp. 206-201, 

s t ates the view that Anania• was killed by the Fourth l-lliosophy-Z~alots 

because they did •ot accept his legitimacy as high priest. They could 

only have accepted a high priestly government such as existed in the 

pre-Hasmoaeaa ti.Jlies, or a messianic administration. This is probably 

closer to t.lte truth t.baa Zei tli.a 1 s explaaat.ioa. 

223. Josephua, Wars, Ibid. -
2211 • Solomon Zeit.liJl, ill "Recent Literature o:n the Dead Sea Scrolls; 

The Sicaril and the Zeal.ots", p. 165, states the view that the Zealots 

came into being after t.be proviaicmal govenuneat was established ill 

Jerusal.em. I feel t.his datiag is too late . With such a coagl.omeration 

o! sects present ill J erusalem, world..ng together, before tbe establish-

ment o! the provisional governmeat, they needed to announce the 

contederat.icm so aa aot to defeat the people ' s su.spicioas. Seei.ag 

them work together, the people, would view their silence as secrecy. 

Cecil Roth, ill "The Zealots in the War o! 66-73 11 , p . 334, states 

the views which is probably correct, that the Zeal.toe came il\to bei:ag 

after the outbreak o! the revolt . 

·225. Numbe.~ X.XV :10; Sa.ahedr:ill, 82a; Leviticus Rabba, XXXIII :4; 

Numbers Rabba, XX : 25. 

226. Abodah Zarah, )6b; SaJlhedri.n, Blb. 

227. SabedriJl, Ibid. 

2~3 . J osephus, Wars, Ibid • 
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229. Ibid . 

230. Ibid. 

231. Cecil Roth, The Historical. B:.ckgrOUlld of tlle Dead Sea Scrolla, 

(uxterd, 1958) P• 61. 

232. Cecil Reth, ill 11'!1ae Zealots ill t.Ae War of 66--73", p . 'l01, 

states taat t.Ae 11'.l'eacller of Righteownaess" waa a Zealot leader. 

2'leodor H. Gaster, iJl '.lhe Dead Sea Scriptures, p. 28, stat.ea 

t.aat thMries cnce:raillg h1.stor1cal allWJiou ill tlle Scroll• are 

torced ad basically i.Jlcorrect . 

233. Joaephua, Vara, II:XVII : lO . 
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CJLUr1•.at XlI 

'.lbe Exteuion ot the War Tb.roughout JudN 

And the De.te.t ot Cestius Gallus' Anq 

As the Ultiaate Militar)' Objective 

Ot the Shaamaite-Sadducee Stragegy 

The capture o! Jeru.sa.l• was 1 diatel.y followed by a allaber 

ot sllml.taaeous Zealot upri.sbga through.out Judn aad SJrla. 234 These 

brought about t.he capture ot the citadel o! Cypros, above Jericho, 235 

the surruder et the Romaa garrisoa at Maeherus,2)6 aad aa i.Jlcluded 

uasuceeas.tul. reTOlt u Alexaadria.237 The uprisiags were probably aot 

coi.Jacidat.al, but rather a part ot t.he Sha.mnai.te-Sadducee strat,ea. 

1he upr11Ug6 appear to have beo tiMd by the capture o! Jeruaala. 

'Ibey were probab]Jr arraaged. by Meuh• before tee outset o! the war . 

'lhrough this at.Jtategy of llUl.tiple uprisilags, the 7Aal.ot coa!ederatioa 

had probably hoped to render the Roaaa forces ill the area illettective. 

h order to put dawn such a revolt, the Rom.au would have had to split 

their forces. Oa the other h~d, dace the Zealots, were prepared !or 

~ natual. ~ attack, they were able to obtaill strat.egi.c advu­

bges ad illtlict heavy casualties evea it th ... -y could •ot de.teat the 

Romans. 
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The success o! this strategy is evidenced by the defeat of Cest.ius 

238 
Gallu. When Gallus arrived at Zebulen, h• !ouad it deserted. He 

lett a garrisoa there and left with his aa1a force. The Zealots ths 

attacked and defeated the garrisoB. Gallus was also forced to leave a 

garrison at ~epphoris. 239 Gallus bad to e.xpmad tiae, sergy, provisio ... 
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veapeaa, ud •Ja to drive tit• Zealeta eut et tae MWlt.&iaa of Gal.il.ee.2.40 

Wku Gall.ua fiaal..ly arrived at Jeruaal•, Ile vaa attacked a.ad 

defeated by the Zeal.et.a.211 Tb.ia battle t.ok place•• t.be Sabbatll. 

Re vaa caupt b7 aurpriae, ••t expectiJlg tit• Zealot• to att.ck, 

especially .. ta• Sabbata. He vu forced to retire aad de.lq Ai• 

aajer attack ill tae eit)',. 242 His treepa vere t.ired frea tile lag 

capaiga 1a Galilee. Hi.a at.er .. vere H lew tllat be aad to previaioa 

hi.1 treep• trea tae pr.duce of tile aurrowadillg area. 4a lae fi.Jlal 17 

did attack tAe city, he aet wita tailure tor five couecutive dqs. 
243 

Olti.Ju.tely, Gallua vaa torced to li!t the aiege aaa retreat !reJll 

Jerusalem. 244 Be did ... t have ueugh previsioaa or veap••• te sust.au 

c. leag cuq>aiga. The oltly way be could have captured J enual.a wu 

by d.ravi..ag upoll hia tercea ill th• field . It he bad takea aea from 

tho garriaou he )lad aet up 1a tile Gal.ile:e, the.re waa a s troag peui-

bili ty that those garriloas llight !all. The weakeaiag e! tile garriso•s 

would gi.ve t.be Zealets outside et Jeruulea eaeuga freedom to attack 

hlli !rea tae rear. nealid.ag his predi.camat, he had •• cheice but 

to v.1.thdrP'i. ,. hr ifithdrew, U:6 Uu•t• cowtter-cttaeked ad 

drove~ out o! Judea.2h5 

The defeat o! CHtiua Ga.llu.s vu a major victory Ior the Ze4ll.ob. 

'Ilda vaa eJGlCt.ly wnat tlae Skumaites ad the Sadduceea V&Jlted . They 

realized that ill order !or Rome to regai.Jl coatrol et the aituatiea, 

more Romaa tr.ops would have to be brought iJI !r.Jll outside the area. 

'lllia would put added preasu.re upoa the Roaaas. The Shamaai. te aad tae 

Sadducee Zealots felt that such pressure was exactly waat t.Aey aeeded 



t e brag tbe Bnlau to tae aegetiatiag table. Taey expected taat 

the Reaaa• v•uld preter te talk peace rataer thaa spad all that 

was a.ceHary ter a majer 111.litary operat.i.oa. Taq probably koped 

that such a d ... aatrati•• e! taei.r ability to defeat tae lecal 

Ruwl legi••• w uld cerriiace tbe Reaa.aa that taey, aet tale Hillell tes 

aad tbe eatabliU.at Sadducee•, laad tile real pever ever tae Judeu 

society, aad taat ta• r.i.aa et lecal geveraaeat ueuld be delivered 

i.Jlte their kaada. '!'Iler.tore, with tbe decisive defeat•! tbe !nee• 

•t CHtiua Gallus: tae ailitary aspect ef the s&uaaite-Sadducee plaa 

t.r the reTelutiea waa at a.a ad. Taey ·~ wmted !•r tae 

iavitat.i. .. to tae aegetiati.ag table. 
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'l'he Sliluaaite ad ta• Saddu.eeaa Preparati ... 

Far tllle Fi.aal Stage at their Llldted. Rnelutiea 

With tile Oaatiua Gallua ·deteated, the Zealeta retuna.ed to 

Jerusalem. *• tJaey retunaed tJaey dealt vi.Ul tllleir r•aahg 

p:.o-B.uwa appeai ti•• ill Ule city • 246 'nle sv-·1 tea aad tll• Saddueeea 

were ~ taeH 9fl>••ata. 'I'Jlq p1arpHely created th• pro-Reua 

cnti.Jlgeat ill expecUtba o! their eveatual surre:ader. Wllea t.Ae tiae 

for surrader ca.e, tfte Sh.amui tes ud ~he Sadducee• kaew thq could 

COUJlt oa taeH peeple to support them. Tbey also llad a aumber ot 

pro-a..aa. executed ill order to keep up their ut1-ReJ1,1LJ1 taude. 

O.ce matters were aettl.ad iJl Jeruaalea, ud a provisioaal gffel'11-
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meat, u.der tfte Sbunaites aad the Saddu.eeee, vu aet up, t&e ceuat17 

was divided 1at.e territories, aad gonraora were appeuted •TV t.h•.247 

Josepb bea Gori.ea ud Aaaaua were appouted over Je.ru.aalem, Eleazar 

ben Aaaaia.a over Idwua, and n aviua Josephus o~er Galilee. All were 

Sbamaai te-sadducee t'ullctienaries and aware er the plo r.r a l.i.ll1. ted 

reTolutiea. They were re~ tA surreader their territories te Re.e 

at t.he apprapriate tae. 

What ecciirred 1a the Galilee, durbg th~ period betveea tho t liro 

tUtJ:\&Jl i.Jlvasiou, va1 o~• o! the mjor !actors which contributed to 

t.he dcnna!-11 ot tbe saa .. a1te-Sadducee plaa tor a limited revoluti••· 

JohJa ot Giacaala ~ ne or the aajor Fourth Philosepby- Zealot1 ill Galilee, 

UJIWitti.agl.y di1caTerad tbe i.JlteatiHs of the Sh?Jllllaite1 aad the Sadduceea. 

248 He attributed tae betrayal ot the Galilee to Jesepaus. Bel.ievi.ag 

, 



that the SA..-ite-Saddueeaa g•venuat u Jerus&l.ea had every 

ute•ti•ll •t carry •ut the war t. it• ead, Jolul peraieteatly aotified 

th• e! Jesepllua- treaclleey.249 Uader th.is pressure, the gevenmeat 

had •• recourse but to take acti•• agahst JHephua. 2SO Thq !irat 

recalled. biJI. Whea h.e did ••t respnd, tkq ... t a · u"° •ut agaiaat 

him. Te keep itaelt abeve suspiciea uatil the tbte wu rigbt, thq 

had to disHciate thaselna trea Jesephus. Tile disc•ver;y •~ 

Josephus 1 p trt u the plot to surrader Judea to Roae c .. t the 

~a.aai tea aad the Sadducee& tkeir toot.hold in Galilee. Tbia lon 

waa :a. seri•ua setback ill their overall et.rategr. 

Tke Sbumait.es aad the Sadduceea utilized the period betvea 

i.Jlvasiou to try t. rid the Zealot coiatederatioa of all elM1Dts which. 

251 eoul.d threat.a their plus to ad the war. They sat out aa arw;y 

agai.ut the Fourth PAilesopb7-Zealet, SiMa bar Giora.252 Sin>a vaa 

forced to nee to Masada, where be reaa.i.Jled. Ulltil Aaa.u. aad hi• 

party were out ot power ill Jerusalem. Their aetiea agai.Jlst Simoa was 

juat oae such actio• to rid the revolutiea ~ all extremist&.253 

ill they way ot their eveatual surrender to the Roma:as. 
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CHAPTER Xl"l 

T'n e Failure o! the Shrumn.aite-Sadduce an Plan 

For a Limited Revolution 

Several ! actor s contributed to the !~ilure o! t h e Sil<U'll!"'..aite-

3add11ce~ ple.n !or .:. li-rl t er revolutio:::. One ;;-:::: it::: under est:..- ..,t· !. 

"'!° t "; t- ~ ,·,n r e: ctior. to tl e revol ut:.r.r:.. ?he Sil..:7.-.1 te· .nc Sc:.dduc ees 

belie.-ed tr. "'t the :'1otVU: .. <; ·n··l be -'il.li: {; t'> . . ~zct: ;:t e .... pe . C'.'f' "L::e 

.. .... c 

ir.to · ccoun~ t..'il <.t Rome could not ~!ore t o set a precedent wi. t h t."te"'? . 

~ t1 e RoJT.=>..ns l et t he Ze.:lots ge t ai.r~· with r ebel.ling against t heir 

:'c>lllan overlords, other nationi> under Roman rule would take this c.s 

a sign o! weakr.e ss. Rome would be t r oubled with rebellions throughout 

the empire . Therefore , the Roma.ns had to set an example f or the rest 

ot t he empire by crushing this r evol ution in the J!\ost brutal and 

complete J12J possible . 

Rome decided to destroy the Zealots at all costs. Nero, the 

Roman emperor, ches t> Vespasian, his f inest general, to put down the 

Judean revolt.25L Vespasinn was supplied with all the troops needed 

to do t he job. 255 Unlike Cestius Gallus, Veapasim did nc+. under-

estimate the military ability o! the Zealots. He took greet care ill 
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preparing tor his invasion . At Ptolemais, he waited !or his son, Ti tus, 

to arrive with his 11\aiJl force. 256 He put his army in order before 

starting the campaign. 257 Be!'ore engagiJ\8 in Jltil..i.tuy action, he 

att empted t o demoralize his Zealot oppositio~.258 



Before each battle, he seat out 11foeler11 expeditions ill order to 

ascertain the strength ot his eppositioa.259 He to•k each city 

separatel.y, re1'u.ei.ag to split his forces UJUlecesaarily. More 

COJlcentec:i with success th-. '!tit!l speed, he utilized siege tactics 

to their tul.l.est • 
26o In order to be at peak e.tfi ciacy, he gan 

his troops a rest before tald.Jag on the siege of Jerusalem. 261 

.bother !actor coatributing to the !allure of the Shamm.a.i.t&-

Sadducecm plan was their loss of coatrol over Galilee . In order 

t o retail\ some authority after beillg abandoaed by his Shznmai.te 

anci SadduceaJt backers, J osephu.s had to ccmti.Jlue the war ia Galilee, 

discarding bis previous pla?\s of surreader.262 Once the Shanmiaites 

and the Sadducees lost coatrol of Galilee, ext1"9111st Zealots , probably 

s ome Fourth Philosopby-Ze al.ets, took over and plaIUled a fight to 

the mad . 263 'l'he Sha:mma.ites aJld the Sadducees retained strong support 

only i1' a !tn1 ci ties. In Tarichaea, this support n..::..tli!eated itself 

wheA the Shammaite-Sadducee Zealots entered iato open cOllflict with 
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the f ourth Philosophy-Zealots over the issue o,! 3urrender:i.Ag the city . 26L 

In Gischala, they ousted John of Gischal.a and t he Fourth Philosophy­

Zealots , and surrenderec:i to Ti.tus .2-65 

Another !actor contributing to the failure o! the Shamma:i.te-

Sadducean pl~ was their loss o! cont rol ove.r J erusalem. Arter 

'fespal!lian' s de.teats of the ?.ea.lots in Galilee, J eru.salem was illundated 

with re.tu.gees from the north.266 These people were, .tor the most pd-t, 

Fourth Philosophy-Zealots. 267 They came to J erusall!llll because they 

knew that there iD Jerusal.em the Zea.lot s would have to make a stalld • 

...inong these rel'ugees were John of Gi.schal.a and his inel\.
268 

Thes e 



Fourth Philosophy-Zealots took catrol of ti1e city. They gathe~ 

provisioas trGa the surrouJulillg area as preparatior: for the eventual 

66 

269 
Romaa siege. Ttury appoi.Jated their OW1l ~ priest, raoviJlg ba•us, 

the leader of the Sbu.aite-sadducean contillgent. 270 They prepared 

the Temple as a !ortreas.271 This had a two-fold purpose. It was 

prepared tor a last stand agaiut the Romas. However, it waa also 

prepared i:a case of a Shamaaite-sadducean uprising ill the city. 

In hopes ot sal.vagiag their plu, the Shanmaite..sadducee Zealots 

attempted to regain control ot the city. They incited an open revolt 

agaiut the Fourth Philosophy-Zealots. 
272 

Tb.is revolt wae led by 

Ana.nus, the tonner Zealot CODallder o! Jeru.saltlll.273 The Shammaite­

Sadducee party was too stroag !or the Fourth PAilosopby-Zealots.274 

They drove the Fourth Phil•eophy-Zeal.ots illto the Temple, kept them 

besieged there, ad the Shamaa.ites sent to Vespasian for help.275 

This vas obviously a.a attempt to regain favor ill the eyes of the 

Roaaas . Vespasiu' s failure t o accede i;o their request seems to 

indicate that he waated to mal:e the most of this !actio1uu..iSJ1t by 

letting the Jews destroy themselves. 

lJ1 order to trun t.he tide, the Fourth Philosophy-Zea.lots seat to 

their Idmneaa allies !or help. 276 The IduaeallS arrived quickl.y. 277 The 

Sh--.aite-Sadducean party failed in their attempt to .egotiate with 

them,278 and the Id\JJleCU'lS laid siege to the city.279 With help from 

the Fourth Philosophy-Zealots inside, they entered the city qd defeated 

the Shmimai te-Sadducea party. 28o Th~ they 1eft Jerusalem, 281 probably 

reall~ing that the situation there was hopeless aad that the Roma.as would 

eveatual.ly will. They also bad to protect their own territory 



aga:i.Jl3t the Romus. Once the ldUJDeans left the city, the Fourth 

Philosophy- Zealots execut ed many leaders o! the Sha:mmaite-Sadducean 

party .282 With the defeat of the Shammaite-Sadducee party in 

Jerusalem, the last possi bility of their plan for a l:iJ!lited revolution 

was destroyed . The l~t major Zealot stronghold under the control 

o! the Fourth Phil.osophy- Zeal.ots, J erusalem, was t:~mmitted t o the 

r evolutioa until the end . 
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CHAPTER XV 

Facti.OBalisa Amcmg the Zeal.ote as a Major CoBtributi.Jsg Factor 

Te their Def eat 

The uternal strife ill Jerusalem did not aad with tht1 defeat 

o! the S\ammai te-S<ldd:ucee party by the Fourth Philoeopby- Zealots • 

Not loag alter the Fourth Philesophy-Zealota had gailed coatrol oI 

the city, they split i.Jlto tvo warring !actiou,283 oBe UJ1.der the 

leadership ot Johll o! Giachala, the other tactioa uader Eleazar 

ben Simon. ll'l the iaitial fighting, John gained control ot the 

city. This apll t wa• probably aot just a disagreement over 

leadership, but the result was a buic coaflict over policy. 28L 

Jerusalem's internal problems were complicated by the arrival 

ot Simon bar Giora.
285 After leara:illg of the defeat ot the 

!¥\aJronaite-Sad<!-.:.}eE party, Simon returned to the city to form a third 

! action in the conll.ict. Silllon constituted a sigid!icant threat 

to both John and FJ.eazar , both of whom he opposea.
286 

From his 

soj ouni a t ?-~s;.d:!, ~ t. cc.n b e asS\iL.6_; th•t hi s ideol ogy nas close 

to I·ienahem 1s. In his attempt to gain control of Jerusalem, he 

utilized the conflict between J oru1 anrl fJ.e azar . .1e die J::.ot i.."Z!!"lediatel,.'\"' 

ent er J e rusalem, bu t b eciege d the city . 287 1iis pres ence O\Jtsice t.1e 

c i ty gmre t:'1e re.'!"'Jlant s of t :ie Sh~aitc-Sc.dducee r ~rty hope . They 

. . • . ~ .,. . . :er i:".n t ed Simon l.ht o t he c1 .. :· lI! <.n ~ttecp .. tc ::ms ... .. o._. . ..1.t i 1 
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o- ert!..row t.lie Zee.lots l ater . Once t.~e Zetlots were o•v-ertaro•m, t::cr:· 

Sacducees , this was an • ves t ment f or t~~e future. 

Simon accepte d the invita tion into the city , even t houbh he 

pr obably r ealized t he intentions of t.'le Shannn2ites end the Sadducees . 

SiJnon probably tel t that their mi.r.im.al support gave him an opp ortunity 

to take over the city. Oaee he was in the city, Si.Jnon worke d together 

with Eleazar against thei r coJl\TOOn eneJIY, Jo!m. 289 With file azar ' s 

forces situa ted above John's, and Simon •9 forces situated below them, 

they hit Joh.Ja from both sides. In aJl attempt to f ree him.sell' 1'rom this 

desparate situa tion, Johll s e t fire to t he food storehouses iJl the 

city, hopiag to s tarve his opponents into submission. The devaatatillg 

effects or Joaa •s action were Jtot to be felt until l ater during the 

Roma siege of Jerusalem . 

. The <U"rlval of Titus forced J ohn, Eleazar, and Simon to call. a 

temporary truce .290 Like Vespasian, Titus saw t he wisdem in all.owing 

the dissantion within the Zealots do his job for him. He therefore 

del~ed his attack on the city. :..S Ti tus h2.d suspected, the truce 
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did aot last long. John ' s f orces attacked and defeat ed EJ.eazar ' s 

. 201 
.faction. " Ele azar, a.'td t he survivor s of bis f action, were i.ncvrpora"ted 

int o J ohn 1 s forces . Despite t he pres ence o~ t;~e . o:r:m:s outside t~e 

city, John ?.nd Sinon persisted in t heir s t rur;Jle. Jo~ ' s f orces 

" - ... 
:uwiie ~.; :- , c t':r.t,.olled t· -~ ·T:'"r ,.~ t¥· . ' • .. :iat.e·.-e::- \ .• c> r'iffer-ez!~ e:; 
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between t hes e two groups, t.'1ey were obvious l y suf!ient l;" i.Jltportant 

::nd gre:::.t enough f or the internal cor...flict in J erusal.e:: to t~e prece-

dence over t he war with Rome. This coul d not have been, as Josephus 

perceived i t, a mere struggle for l eadership between strn?l{; personalities . 

With the RoI:lans a t the gates of J e rusalem, Jou cm.d Sin10 11 called 

a s econd truce. 293 But it was too late. T'ne harm had al.ready beea 

done. The ! actioncl ri·•alriea had severely weakelled the Zealots . 

Joe's burzri.nf; of the storehouses had made it impossible t or them to 

-..'iths t cmd a long siege. The famine ill J fh 'U::aler.i
29L led to ma.a deserti ons 

to t he Romans . 295 Romcn attacks destroyed the Temple.296 In spite 

of their de sparate situation, the Zealot leaders encouraged their force s 

to continue the !ig)lt until the bitt er end, 297 assuring t hem that God 

would miraculously deliver them . The se Fourth Philosop.'iy- Zealot l eaders 

had no alternative but to fight. Their ideology they had expounded for 

s o long accepted not hing l e ss than total indeper.dence fr-or: Rome . Et-er 

since t!:le t ilne of J~d~ of val.ilee, t~e:; rre.::.c:.ed t.'l~t c:!e -th "- s 

~ •--. t .... . e .. ..o- :.: .: 

,. .. ,.?: i ! i .... ., ... L ..I 
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